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HE CRITERION; Or, Miracres Ex- 

amined, with a View to expofe the Preten- 
fions of Pagans and Papifts, to compare the mi- 
raculous Powers recorded in the New Teftament, 
with thofe faid to fubfift in later Times, and to 
fhew the great and material Difference between 
them in Point of Evidence: From whence it will 
appear that the former muft be True, and the 
latter may be Falfe. 


Dr. Leann, in his Jaft Volume of The View 
of Deiftical Writers, Page 335, fays of this Book: 
“ The Subject is evidently both curious and im- 
** portant, and is treated by the Author in a judi- 
** cious. and mafterly Manner.” The Doéor 
concludes, ‘* That it is with great Pleafure I take 
“¢ this Opportunity to acknowledge the Merit of 
“¢ the learned Author, and the Service he hath done 
** to the Chriftian and Proteftant Caufe.” 
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To the Right Honorable 


The Earyt of BATH. 


My Lorp, 

REAT Men are the Servants of the 
(5; Public; and therefore I fhall make 
no Apology for having laid your 
Lord/hip under a kind of Neceflity of peruf- 
ing this Letter, the Subject of which natu- 
tally led me to addrefs it to one whofe Abi- 
lities as a Statefman, altho’ more generally 
known, as having been fo long fuccefsfully 
exerted in Defence of Publie Liberty, are not 
4 more diftinguifhed Part of his Charaéter 
than is a fie Ta/te, and a mafterly Acquain~ 

tance with polite Literature, 


To whomican I addrefs a Defence of Mz/- 
fon with fich Propriety as to the avowed Pa- 
tron of Mion? To whom fhould I inferibe 
| | B my 
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my Obfervations on an Attack made on the 


Paradife Loft, but to your Lordfhip, to whofe 


Encouragement and Generofity the World 
is indebted for an Edition of that Poem— 
an Edition whofe Splendor and Beauty do 
Honor to the Engh/b Prefs? 


Your Lord/bip in vain retireth from public 
Bufinefs: For after the Storms of Party Rage 
are fubfided, we follow you to the Shade— 
glad to court your Approbation,and to fubmit 
to your Judgment the Merits of a Contro- 
verfy, which you, of all others, have the beft 
Right to decide, if we confider the Subject 
of it, and which you, of all others, are beft 
qualified to decide, if we confider your Abi- 


lities: 


Some’ time after the Publication of Dr. 
Newton's Milton, a Book appeared under the 
Title of an Effay on Milton’sUfe and Imitation 
of the Moderns in his Paradife Loft; a Book 
written with an exprefs Intention to depre- 
ciate Milton’s poetic Abilities, and the Au- 
thor of which pretendeth to have made fuch 
Difcoveries, as ought to induce the World 
no longer to revere the Author of Paradife 
Loft as an exalted Genius, but to defpife him 
as an unlicenfed Plagiary. Your Lord/kip will 
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therefore, I flatter myfelf, indulge me while 
I make fome Remarks on a Performance, 
which promifeth fuch mighty Matters, and 
which threateneth to ftrip our great Coun- 
tryman of thofe Laurels that have fo long 
been thought his Due.—It 1s not from any 
Ambition of commencing Author, that I 
have been induced to addrefs myfelf to your 
Lordfhip in this public Manner; but from 
this one Motive, that the World is ignorant of 
fome Facts, the Knowlege of which 1s necef- 
fary before we can enter into the Merits of 
the Controverfy between Mz/ton and his Crz- 
tic. And as I have been fo lucky as to come 
at the Knowlege of thofe Facts, I think my- 
felf obliged, in ftrict Juftice, to make them 
public; encouraged by this Confideration; 
that as they are of a very extraordinary Na- 
ture, I have Reafon to hope that your Lord- 
fbip will overlook with Candor my unfkilful 
Manner of reprefenting them. 


But before I mention to your Lord/hip 
what thefe Facts are, fuffer me to premife a 
few general Opfervations, which may notbe 
without their Ufe in the prefent Controverfy, 


The Reflexion that immediately occurred 


to me on perufing our Critic’s Efay was this: 
B2 That 
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That he deferved the Thanks, and ought to 

meet with the Encouragement of the Public, 
as having been the firft who difcovered that 
Milton had, in the Compofition of his Para- 
dife Loft, been affifted by feveral modern Au- 
thors, whofe Works, nay whofe very Names, 

if once known, had long been funk in Ob- 
livion. His Imitations of the facred Writers, 
of the ancient Poets, and of the modern Jfa- 
ian ones, have been often taken, Notice of 
by thofe who have commented on him. But 
that he owed any Thing to Mafenzus the “fe- 
(fait, to Taubmannus a German Profeflor, or to 
Staphorftius a Dutch Divine, had ‘till now 
efcaped the Penetration, and eluded the 
Search of the Learned. This Difcovery I 
thought to be the entire Property of Mr, 
Lauder; and a Difcovery in any Branch of 
Literature, however trifling in itfelf, ought 
always, and generally doth do Honor to the. 
Difcoverer. 


But however willing I was to do Juftice 
to Mr. Lauder’s Labors, yet was I far from 
thinking that he made any Difcoveries which 
can be of fuch Efficacy, as to leffen that Tri- 
bute of Veneration fo long paid to the Au- 
thor of Paradife Lof. And if your Lord/bip 
will permit, I {hall affign the Reafons for my 

being 
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being of Opinion that the warmeft Advo- 
cate for Milton may readily grant all that 
his Zoi/us contendeth for, and yet be able to 
defend the Genius and poetic Talents of 
his favorite Author to Advantage; that he 
may grant that he did borrow, and yet 
fhew that this ought not to detract from 
his Fame; in a Word, that he may allow 
the Truth of Lauder’s Charge, and yet deny 
the Confequences that he feemeth to draw 
from. it. 


Our Critic chargeth Mi/ton with having 
borrowed both the Plan of his Poem, and al- 
fo particular Sentiments: Suppofe the Charge 
made good—yet, will it follow that his Pre- 
tenfions to Genius are difproved ? The fame 
Charge may be brought againft Virg:/, and 
it may be objected to his Claim to a diftin- 
guifhed Seat on Parnaffus, that f{carcely a 
Page of his Aimezd can be inftanced, where 
we do not meet with fome Imitation of the 
Thad or Odyfey. Do the Admirers of Virgsl 
deny the Charge ?—-No: but think that their 
high Regard for his Poem, is perfectly con- 
fiftent with their admitting that its. Author 
borrowed Hints from Homer. And fhall the 
Character of the Exgh/bman be depreciated 
for doing what is thought no juft Caufe to 
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detract from the Fame of the Roman?—= 
Scarcely aneminent Writer can be inftanced 
who hath not been indebted to the Labors 
of former Authors; but how abfurd would ~ 
it be to urge this asan Argument that there 
is no Merit in their Productions ? For as one 
may be what 1s called an original Writer, 
and yet have no Pretenfions to Genius, fo 
another may make ufe of the Labors of 
former Authors in fuch a Manner as to fa- 
tisfy the World of his own Abilities. ‘There 
may be fuch a thing as an original Work 
without Invention, and a Writer may be an 
Imitator of others without Plagiarifin. 


But as Authority will always weigh more 
than Affertion, and often more than Argu- 
ment, I think I cannot take a more effec- 
tual Way to confirm and eftablifh what I 
advance, than to bring up, as an Evidence, 
the great Longinus. What then is his Opi- 
nion? So far is he from thinking that Imi- 
tations of old Authors detraét any thing from 
the Merit and Genius of thofe who have re- 
courfe to them, that, on the contrary, he ex- 
prefsly layeth down the Imitation and Emu- 
lation of the former great:Writers and Poets, 
as one of the Ways that leadeth to the Su- 

lime. This he particularly illuftrateth by 
the 
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the Example of Plato, who, he faith, imi- 
tated Homer more clofely than Herodotus, 
Stefichorus, and Archilochus had done before, 
and drew from the copious Stream of that 
Poet, ten Thoufand Rivulets to enrich his 
own Works. And this Proceeding, addeth 
he, 7s not to be looked upon as PLAGIARISM, 
but (as I find the Paffage tranflated by Mr. 
Smith) an Imitation of the fineft Pieces, or co- 
pying out thofe bright Originals, in Methods 
confifent with the niceft Honor*, And if Lon- 
ginus be fo far from looking upon Imitation 
to be Plagiarifm, as to recommend it as one 
of the Sources of the Sublime, and to praife 
Plato for his Obfervation of this Rule, who 
will venture to affert that Mi/ton’s Imitations 
in his Paradife Loft detract any thing from 
the Merit of the Poem? 


But it isnot merely from Writers of the 
firft Clafs, that an Author may convey Beau- 
ties into his own Work. Amidft unprofit- 
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Longinus arp vfovs Ed. Pearce: Page 51. 52. 
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able Weeds, the moft fragrant Flower, the 
moft valuable Plant, may fpring up: And 
there may be in Productions deftitute of Ge- 
nius, fomething worthy of the Imitation of | 
the moft matfterly Writer, fomething which 
he may convert to his own Ufe, by dragging 
it out of its Obfcurity and tranfplanting it 
into a better Soil, where it may be improv- 
ed itfelf, and where it may add frefh Beayty 
to a Scene already beautiful. A good Writer 
will exercife his Right to Imitation, in fuch 
a Manner as to convince every one, that his 
having Recourfe to it, is not the Effect of 
Sterility of Fancy, but of Solzdtty of Fudg- 
ment. He will borrow only to fhew his own. . 
Talents in heightening, refining and po- 
lifhing all that is furnifhed to him by others, 
and thereby fecure his Character as a fine 
Writer, from being confounded with that 
of the dull Copyer. If his ‘Touch convert bafe 
Metal into Srerling Coin; if from anndft 
indigefted Heaps of Dulnefs he can extract 
the only {hining Thought, the only ftriking 
Image ; if he can fo change and new-model 
what he borroweth, as to add a Dignity of 
Language and Propriety of Epzthet to Senti- 
ments cloathed by their Original Author in 
the meaneft Garb ;—if an Author borrow- 
etl: in fuch a Manner, the Skill fhewn in 
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making fo judicious an Ufe of the Labors 
of others, alloweth the Reader no Time to 
give them any Share of the Praife; and 
leadeth him to this Conclufion, that tomake 
a prudent and {fkilful Imitation, to accom- 
modate it fo as to make it correfpond ex- 
actly to the prefent Occafion—and to drop 
it when the Profecution of it would com- 
mence improper, are Marks of Genius and 
Capacity, far from being contemptible. 


The above Reflexions will, I think, fuf-. 
ficiently obviate the Confequences that Lau- 
der {eemeth to draw, to the Prejudice of Mi/- 
ton’s poetic Merit, from his having imitated 
the Writers whofe Names are now brought 
to Light, in fome of the Sentiments, Simitlies, 
Speeches and Defcriptions in the Paradife 
Lof. ‘The other Part of the Charge——his 
having borrowed the Plan of bis Poem, 
cometh next to be confidered, 


Now, my Lord, were we to admit the 
Truth of this Charge, yet ftill I fee no Rea- 
fon for making the wild Conclufion that MGL 
ton’s Pretenfions to Genius are overturned, 
or that his Critic can be warranted to call 
him, as he doth, an * unlicenfed Plagiary. 

* Lauder’s Effay, Page 163, 
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Had he produced in any of his Agstinaue 
a Poem where Mz/ton’s Plan of the Paradife 
Lo is {ketched out fo as to make a tolerable. 
Likenefs; had he {hewn that the Engh/h - 
Poet found the Edifice already built, and had 
no Merit but that of repairing and adorn- 
ing it, then, indeed, I grant we fhould have 
had no Reafon for looking upon hinvas en- 
dowed with any Superiority of Genius ;, we 
fhould {carcely have regarded him in any 
other Light but that of a Tranfcriber. But 
this our Critic hath not done; this he could 
not do. He is at the Pains to tranfcribe the 
Contents of Majenius’s Poem, and the Mar- 
ginal Notes, which give us a complete Idea 
of a Performance reprefented by him as the 
Ground-work of Mz/ton’s Plann—Now who- — 
ever will take the Trouble to. compare the 
Plan of the Paradife Lof with the Analyfis 
of Majentus given us by Lauder, will {carce- 
ly find any other Refemblance but what 
unavoidably arofe from Writing on the 
fame. Subject, and from having had the fame 
Mattes to work upon—the facred Vo- 
lumes.—And even our Crtze himfelf; when 
he would inftance the Particulars in which 
Milton's Plan is the fame with Ma/enius’s, 
can mention only the znfernal Council or Pan- 
damontum, Lucifer’s Habit and Chariot, the 
Fight 
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Fight of the Angels, with the Excurfion of the 
fallen Spirits from Hell *. Letus admit then 
that Milton hath taken thefe Hints from Ma- 
Jenius, that he hath borrowed his Death and 
Sin from ‘fohn Fox +, his angelic War from 
Taubmannus +, and other Members and Epi- 
fodes of his Paradife Loft from others; yet 
while the Compofition of the whole Plan, 
the Connection of the feveral Parts, and the 
Reference that they bear to each other are in- 
difputably all his own, his Pretenfions to Ge- 
nius will remain unfhaken. Invention 1s the 
principal Ingredient in our Idea of Genius ; 
and that Mi/ton was not deficient in Inventi- 
on, but bleft with an uncommon Strength of 
Fancy and Extent of Imagination, 1s obvious 
from the admirable Manner in which he hath 
difpofed, ranged and united, fo as to have a 
proper Place in his Plan, detached, incohe- 
rent Hints; and from his having fo joined 
together the Materials which were fupplied 
by his own Fancy, and thofe feattered with- 
out Order in the Writings of others, as, out 
of them, to form a regularly digefted Plan, 
which, however fome of the Members of it, 
feparately confidered, may be borrowed, is, as 
to the Compofition of the whole, entirely new. 
An Architect who doth nothing but copy a 
* Lauder’sEffay, p.22. +D°%.p.115. D°.p.136. 
Ces Plan 
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Plan of an Edifice out of Palladio, giveth no 
Proof of his Skill; but if he hath united the 
Beauties of many Palaces erected’ by other 
Mafters, fo that they fhould all have a Place 
in One; in this Cafe we cannot refufe own- 
ing him as a {fkilful Architect, becaufe his 
connecting together Beauties originally de- 
tached from each other, and his working 
them up into One uniform Defign, is a Proof 
of his Capacity, and maketh the Plan to be 
an Original, and bis own, altho’ the feparate 
Members of it de Old, and borrowed. 


Thus, my Lord, 1f there be any Weight in 
the foregoing Reflexions, the Truth of the 
Charge brought again{t Milton by our Critic, 
and which he foolifhly thought big with 
fuch mighty Confequences, will appear to 
detract little or nothing from the Merit of 
the Paradife Loft. 


But 1f Mz/ton hath been fo much indebted 
to Mr. Lauder’s Moderns, why doth he fo in- 
duftrioufly conceal it ?~Admitting that he 
hath induftrioufly concealed it, what will 
follow? It may bring him in guilty of Dif 
ingenuity, but ought not to brand him with 
Plagiarifim ; it may leffen our Regard to the 
Man, but doth not deftroy his Reputation 
as 
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as a Poet.—But is there any Foundation for 
this Charge, that Mz/ton hath induftrioufly 
concealed his being affifted by others? Yes, 
faith our Critic*, be bas in the moft exprefs 
Terms, in the beginning of bis Work, difclaim- 
ed all Manner of Afffiance and Help in com- 


pofing bis Poem, by afferting that bis Mufe 


purfues 


Things unattempted yet in Profe or Rhime. 


Now I fhould be extremely gladif Mr. Lau- 
der would take the Trouble to prove that this 
Line of Mi/ton implieth, what he would have 
us believe, a difclaiming of all Manner of Help 
and Affiftance in compofing the Paradife Loft. 
---Let us keep to the ftrict, grammatical Senfe 
of the Line, and it will appear that A@/on 
might make this Boaft without any Difinge- 
nujty, and withoutany Intention of deluding 
the World into a Belief that he was more of 
an Original Writer than he really is. For if 
there be fo much as one Part of the Plan of 
Paradife Loft, uf there be but one Epifode, or 
even one Sentiment in that Poem, the Work 
of Milton’s own Fancy (and even Lauder 
himfelf will not, I. believe, deny that there 
are fome Things zew in the Paradife Loft) 
this intitled him to fay that he fung Things 

* Lauder’s Eflay, P.74- 
unal~ 
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unattempted yet——Had Milton aflerted that 
his Subject was unattempted yet in Profe or 
Rhime, then indeed the Charge of Difinge- | 
nuity might have had a Foundation. But 
there is a wide Difference between faying 
thathe fingeth Things unattempted yet in Profe 
or Rhime, and faying that the Subject of his 
Poem is entirely new, and had never been 
thought of before. The Subject of the Para- 
dife Loft is as Old as the facred Volumes; and 
therefore, if the Line in Queftion 1s to be un- 
derftood as our Critic interpreteth it, M/- 
ton, by it, difclaimeth the Affiftance of the 
Scriptures as much as he difclaimeth the 
Affiftance of Lauder’s obfcure Moderns, But 
furely this could never enter into his Head; 
becaufe whoever took the Paradife Loft into 
his Hands, could not but immediately per- 
ceive that it owed its Original to the Scrip- 
tures, and to the Fa// of Man as there re- 
lated. 


Or were weeven to allow that all the con- 
ftituent Parts of Mz/ton’s Plan are borrowed 
(tho’ this is far from being the Cafe) yet, 
even on this Suppofition, his ufing of the 
Line objected to could be defended ; he might, 
even then, have faid, without any Impeach- 
ment of Truth, that he fung Things unattempt- 

| ed 
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ed yet in Profe or Rhime, becaufe, as I have 
already obferved, the Compofition of the 
Plan of his Poem is all his own, and mak- 


eth it really an Original Work. A Phylician 


who by the judicious Junction and Mixture 


_ of feveral Drugs compofeth a Pi// or an E- 
| Ieéfuary of a fovereign Efficacy in certain 
| Cafes, would have Reafon to complain of 


| hard Treatment, if the World refufed to 


eee 


look upon him as the Original Inventor of 


_ this Medicine, merely becaufe the Ingredi- 


ents that compofe it were already of Ufe in 
Phyfic. The Compofition of thefe Drugs, 


| which, feparately taken, could have been of 


no Ufe, into one, well-proportioned Mafs 
that hath a fanative Virtue,—juftly intitleth 


| the Contriver of it to the Honor of being an 


_ Inventor—and it would be ridiculous to ac- 


cufe him of Difingenuity for calling his Me- 
dicine entirely new. In the fame Manner it 
is equally ridiculous to refufe to look upon 
the Paradife Loft as an Original Poem, mere- 
ly becaufe the unfhapen Materials, out of 
which it was compofed, lay ready for Mz/ten 
to make ufe of. 


Befides ; Milton’s Boaft that he fung Things 
unattempted yet in Profe or Rhime, may be de- 
fended from this one Confideration, that he 
was 


EGS 
was the firft who ventured upon fuch a Sub-' 
ject in our Language,—and that no Engii/h 
Poet before him, had made she Fall of Man 
the Ground-work of an Epic Poem. Surely 
he had as good Pretenfions to make this’ 
Boaft, as Lucretius had to fay 

Avia Pieridum peragro loca, nullius ante 

Trita folo*. 

Lucretius had before him, when he com- 
pofed his Poem, the Works of the greateit 
Matters of the Atomic and Epicurean School, 
and all that is his own is the new Drefs 


in which he hath cloathed the Sentiments 
of his Sect. : | 


Virgil in his Georgics boafteth to the 
fame Purpofe | 
me Parnaffi deferta per ardua dulcis 


Raptat amor: juvat ire jugis qua nulla priorum 
Caftaliam molli divertitur orbita clivo +. 


Now, what other Foundation hath Virgi/ 
for this Boaft but that he was the firft of the 
Latin Poets who wrote on the Subject of 
Agriculture ?—Hefod, it is well known, had 
| long before treated of the fame Subject in 
Verfe ; and how much the Roman oweth to 
the Greek Bard, need not be confirmed by 
particular Inftances. | | 
* Lucretius, Bookl. 1.925. + Georgic 3d.—291, 
Horace, 
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Horace, that he might not be thought in- 
ferior to his two Countrymen already men- 
tioned, alfo telleth us 

Libera per vacuum pofui vettigia princeps 
Non aliena meo prefli pede *, 

And hath he any other Foundation for 
this Boaft, but that he was the firft Latin 
Poet who had attempted Lyric Compofi- 
tions? Tho’ he had formed himfelf on P27- 
dar, Anacreon, and other Greeks, who excel- 
led that Way, and had them for his Guides, 
yet he thought himfelf intitled to make the 
above-mentioned Boaft, becaufe none of his 
own Countrymen had fhewn him the Way in 
this kind of Poetry. 


Equally to the Purpofe are the Lines of 
Manilius, 


Aggredior primufque novis He/icona movere 
Cantibus 
Hofpita facra ferens nulli memorata priorum +. 


Now; it is well known that Mani/iu;’s 
Subject had been already handled by Ara- 
tus, in. a Poem; yet his having been the firft 
of the Latin Poets who attempted it, gave 
him a Right to make ule of the above Lines. 
And 1f fuch Boafts are not thought criminal 

* xt Epiftle, 1f Book. + Maztiius, Book I. 1. 4. ; 
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in Manilius, in Horace, in Virgil, in Lucre- 
tius, why fhould a fimilar one be thought fo 
highly criminal in Milton ? 
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Add.to this, that the Excomiums of a Poet © 
on his own Subyect are very allowable, and 
as it could only tend to lower the Merit of 
his Work to mention its having been imitat- 
ed or borrowed from others, fo doth it feem 
to be a Licence full as reafonable as many 
others indulged to Poets, that they fhould be 
permitted to make their Boafts—rhat they 
tread unbeaten Paths, that they have climbed 
Parnailus @ new way, that none of the former 
Poets bave made Ufe of their Subje—in a 
Word, that they fing Things unattempted yet 
in Profe or Rhime, Milton had, at leaft, as 
good Pretenfions to boaft in this Manner 
as had any of the Latin Poets whom I have 
mentioned ; and if they are not thought guil- 
ty of Difingenuity for fo doing, why fhould 
the Charge be urged againft Azm in particu- 
lar? Why fhould he be faid to have dif 
claimed all Manner of Help ‘and Affiftance 
in compofing his Poem, for having faid no- 

, thing but what I have proved that he could 

{ay without deviating from Truth, and which 
other Poets with no greater, nay, with much 
lefs Reafon have faid before him? 


But 


beat bat 

But perhaps the Critic of the Paradife 
Lof thinketh it a Piece of Difingenuity that 
Milton did not exprefsly acquaint the World, 
what Authors he imitated or borrowed from, 
in compofing of that Poem.—Now, I fhould 
imagine, that it were a fufficient Anfwer to 
this, to afk Lauder, whether it was nota 
Piece of Difingenuity in himéelf, that he did 
not exprefsly acquaint the World whofe Af 
fiftance he had in compofing his own E/fay ? 
—With regard to Mz/ton, there was nothing 
ungenerous or criminal in his omitting to 
do this, becaufe if he borrowed any thing 
from other Authors, thefe Authors were al- 
ready inthe Hands of the Public. The Books 
which a Man readeth, unavoidably give him 
a Turn of thinking correfpondent to them, 
and the Sentiments he meeteth with there in- 
fenfibly become his own; fo that in expref- 
fing his own Ideas, he naturally runneth into 
Imitations of his favorite Authors. But is 
it neceflary that he fhould, upon every Oc- 
cafion, tell his Readers, here I imitated Plato 
—there Cicero was of Ufe—this Sentiment 
was furnifhed to me by Homer—and that 
was borrowed from Vzrgi/? This were a 
Work as endlefs as it is unneceflary, and what 
no Author ever hath executed. For it is.one 
of the moft capital Points labored by Com- 
D2 mentators, 
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mentators, to point out and difcover thofe 
Paflages of their Authors which have been 
imitated from the Works of others. Virgil 
hath imitated Teocritus, Hefiod, Homer, En- 
nius, Lucretius, and others very freely, but - 
where did he ever exprefsly acquaint the 
World that he hath done this? Men of 
Learning, he knew, could find out the Paf- 
{ages imitated, and accordingly he left that 
Province to them.—In the fame Manner, 
Part of Miffon’s Plan, and alfo particular 
Sentiments, to be met with in his Paradife 
Loft, have been borrowed from the Scrip- 
tures, from the ancient Poets, and, if Mr. 
Lauder will have it fo, alfo from. 47s Mo- 
derns. But was M:/ton under any Obliga- 
tion to acquaint his Readers, when and where 
he was thus indebted to them? And can 
his not having done this be called an induj~ 
trious Cancealment of ins Helps, be termed 
highly ungenerous, nay, criminal to the laft 
Degree, and abfolutely unworthy of any Man 
of common Probity and Honor *2 None but 
our Critic could draw fuch Conclufions.— 
The pointing out of thofe Paffages in the 
Paradife Loft, which Milton hath imitated 
from former Authors, hath been the Em- 
ployment of his greateft Admirers—who, 
© Lauder, Page 162163. . ; 
thereby, 
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thereby, thought they only raifed bs Cha- 
racter the more, by the more difpk 
Learning. Little did they drear ha this 
their Labor could ever be urged as an Areu- 
ment to deprefs the Merit of the Poer n which 
they meant to recommend, or be fo tte 
as to lay Foundation for an Accufation of 
Difingenuity and Plagiarifm againft its Au- 
thor. 


And now, My Lord, havin ng g fhewn that 
Milton’ S Bo nat t he fung Things unattempt- 


th been, without 
any eer ioe se his Critic, as an induj~ 
tr10us on geet of his HGP and a peremp- 
tory difclaiming g al Affifiance, faffer me to 
take Notice of the following ftrange and in- 
judicious Affertions; ‘ T hat Hankin by 
ns giving too 1m} plicit a Faith t 
«c Affertion of our Poet, that he He Things 
“© unatiempted yet, have been deluded into a 
«< falfe Opinion of Mi/ton’s being more an 
«¢ Original Author than any Poet ever was 
<< before him ;—that this Opinic on and this 
«< only has been the Caufe of that infinite 
« Tribute of Veneration that has been paid 
<< him thefe fixty Years paft. Hence fo ma- 
“« ny Editions, Tr Zfiguar Commentaries, 


‘eh ives, 
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¢¢ Lives, Encomiums, Marble Bufts,Pictures, 
<; Gold and Silver Medals *”. 


Now, with what Shadow of Truth can 


the Critic of Mi/fon affert, that the infinite 
Tribute of Veneration paid to him hath a- 
rifen from Men’s Ignorance of his having 
been indebted to the Affiftance of other Au- 
thors in the Compofition of his Poem, when it 
is an indifputable Fact, that thofe very Per- 
fons who have done more than any body elfe 
to raife and extend his Reputation, have been 
the principal Difcoverers of his Imitations? 
—lLong before Mr. Lauder ever was heard 
of, the World knew that Mz/ton had been in- 
debted for the Ground-work of his Plan, and 
the principal Epifodes of his Poem, to the 
Bible. And by turning to the late excellent 
Edition of our Poet, where we have all the 
Notes of his different Commentators, we fhall 
fee that it hath been, all along, their great 


Aim to trace their Author thro’ the vaft Com- 


pafs of ancient and modern Learning, and to 
mark the Ufe which he hath made not only 
of the facred but of the profane Writers — 
not only of the Greek and Latin, but alfo of 
the Italian and Engii/h Poets. ‘Their Vene- 
ration for the Paradi/é Loft could not arife 


* Lauder, Page 74. 
from 
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| from the Source that Lauder pretendeth, be- 
caufe the Helps and Affiftance which, ac- 
cording to his own Account, Mi/ton hath got 
from the ob{fcure Moderns whom he quot- 
eth, are a mere Trifle in Comparifon of thofe 
which he hath drawn from more eminent 
Authors, and which had been before taken 
Notice of by Hume, Addifin, Bentley, Pearce, 
Newton, Thyer, and others, ——How weak, 
therefore, muft not our Critic's Judgment 
be, who can imagine that it will fink the 
Merit of M7lton’s Poem, to acquaint the 
World that he copied his Pandemonium, and 
two or three more Parts of his Plan from 
Mafenius, when it did not fink the Merit of 
| his Poem to know, as we did before, that 
far more important Parts of his Plan, nay 
indeed the principal Parts of it, were copied 
from the Scriptures? Or if we confider Mz/- 
ton as having imitated only the Sentiments, 
Similies and Defcriptions of other Authors 
—— have not his greateft Admirers pointed 
out vaftly more of thefe Imitations than our 
Critic himfelf? By cafting an Eye on the 
Notes in Dr. Newton’s Milton, befides the fre- 
quent and clofe Imitations of Scripture, we 
fhall find our Poet borrowing from Homer, 
Sophocles, Euripides, fEfchylus, among the 
Greeks, trom Virgil, Horace, Lucan, Statius, 
Claudian 


| 
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Claudian among the Romans, from Taffo, A- 
ri0/to, Boiardo, Marino, among the Itahans, 
and from his own Countrymen Fairfax, 


Spenfer, and Shakefpear —And will our Cri- 


tic after this, have the Confidence to affert, 
that our not having known that Mz/ton was 
indebted to Ma/fenius for his Comparifon of 


Satan to a Tower, to Ramfay for his Simile — 


of the Serpent compared to a Ship, to Taub- 
mannus for his Thought of afcribing the In- 
vention of Fire-arms to the Devil, to Grotzus 
for his comparing the Serpent’s Eyes to Car- 
buncles ; will he, I fay, affert, that the World’s 


being ignorant of this, till he brought it to 


Light, hath been the Caufe that the Parade 
Lof hath gained fo much Veneration? And 
can he be fo foolifh as to flatter himfelf that 
thefe important Difcoveries will make the 
World change it’s Opinion? 


The foregoing Reflexions, which I have 
offered to your Lordfhip’s Confideration oc- 
curred to me on my firft Perufal of the E/ay 
on Milton’s Uje and Inutation of the Moderns ; 


and upon a Suppofition that the Author of 


it had made good his Charge, had really dif- 


, 


| 
} 


covered to the World a new Sef of Writers — 


whcfe Works had furnifhed Mi/ten with ufe- 
ful Hints in the Compofition, of his Paradije 


4 Loft. 
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Loft. It did not enter into my Head that 
our Critic could have the Effrontery to urge 
falfe Quotations in Support of his Charge; 
and therefore, I, as I imagine, did every 
other Perfon, into whofe Hands his Book 
hath fallen, implicitly took it for granted, 
that the Authors whom he quoteth really 
contain thofe Lines which he attributeth to 
them, and fome of which bear fo ftriking a 
Refemblance to Paflages in the Paradi/e Loft, 
that the Reader cannot avoid concluding with 
him that Mz/ton had feen and imitated them. 
Will it not, therefore, be thought ex- 
tremely ftrange, will it not excite the utmoft 
Indignation in every candid Perfon’s Breatft, 
if the Reverfe of this fhall appear to be the 
Cafe-— if it fhall appear that our conjcrentt- 
ous Critic, whofe Notions of Morality taught 
him to accufe Milton of want of common Pro- 
bity or Honor for having boafted that he fung 
Things unattempted yet in Profe or Rhime, hath, 
in order to be able to make good his Charge, 
had Recourfe to Forgeries — Forgeries per- 
haps the groffeft that were ever obtruded on 
the World?: 


My Refidence during fome Part of this laft 
Summer, at a Place whexe Learning hath all 


the Affiftances that good Libraries can af- 
E ford, 
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ford, and where (if any where in England) 
the Authors, from whom our Critic aflerteth 
Milton to have borrowed, are to be found, 
gave me an Inclination to make a Search for 
them. Many of thefe are, indeed, fo rare, 
that even that Place could not furnifh me 
with them.—Not being fo lucky, therefore, — 
as to meet with a Copy of Majenius or of 
Grotiuss Adamus Exjul, my next Search was 
for Staphorftius a Dutch Poet and Divine, who 
wrote a congratulatory Poem which he call- 
eth Triumphus Pacis on the Conclufion of the 
Peace betwixt the States of Ho/land and the 
Common-wealth of Englandin 1655. “This 
« honeft Dutchman (faith Lauder) to be fure 
“* never dreamt that the Prince of Eagh/b 
«« Poets wou’d condefcend to plume himfelf 
«¢ fo liberally with his Feathers: But it was 
‘ Milton’s Cuftom to make all Authors tri- 
“ butary to him whom he read, to recom- 
| *« penie, I prefume, his Trouble in perufing 
‘“‘ them, and to fancy that his bare Accep- 
| ‘< tance of their Mite of Affifttance, was Re- 
‘“* ward fufiicient, without the Formality of 
© a public Acknowledgment *.” | 


You fee, my Lord, from this Quotation, 
the ul-natured Pleafure that our Critic feel- 
: * Laud r, p. 102, 103. 
eth 
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eth in infulting over the Character of our’ 
Countryman. set us, therefore, examine 
thofe Inftances which are urged as Procfs 
that Mz/ton hath plumed himfelé with -the 
Feathers of Staphor/iius. 


Lauder’s firtt Charge +, that Mr/ron oweth 
this Pafiage 
What in me is cark 
Wiumine!, what is low raife and fupport ! 
to the following Lines of Staplerjtius, 
O charitis lux alma tue nebulofa medullze 
Antra mez, Stygiis in fefe obdudta tenebris, 
Iluftret! primcq; micet radiofa nitore ! 
is fo trifling, and the Refemblance between 
the two Authors is, here; fo diftant, that it 
got not merit our Attention; and therefore, 
I fhall proceed to confider how juitly the 
Englifh Poet hath been reprefented as having 
been indebted for his Paneg yric on Marriage 
to the Dutchman. 


In Support of this Charge, our. Critic 
quoteth -- Thirty. two Lines as from. Sta- 
phorftius’s Poem, a Copy of which I was fo 
lucky as to meet with, printed at Dort 1655. . 
Being refolved, therefore, to collate this QOm 
tation with the printed Edition from, which... 


* Lauder, p. 102, 103.+. $ Lauder, p. 104, 165% 
Es it 


it is pretended to be taken, after I got the ~ 
Boox into my Hand I was abfolutely at a 
Lofs where to turn for the Lines in Queftion, 
Had Lauder been a fair Writer, had he been’ 
defirous of trufting the Merits of his Caufe 
to every one’s Infpection and Judgment, he 
would certainly have told his Readers in what 
Part of his Author’s Works the Quotations 
that he maketh are to be found; he would 
have marked the Page where they are to be 
met with, and have mentioned other Parti- 
culars which would have rendered it eafy for 
one, who had Inclination, to find the Paf- 
{ages quoted, in the original Authors. But. 
it is remarkable that, thro’ his whole Book, 
he omitteth todo this. Confcious, no doubt, 
of the Unfairnefs of his Quotations, he hoped 
to ward off a Detection by diftracting the 
Examiner where to fearch.——This blind 
Way of quoting laid me under a Neceffity 
of turning over an entire Volume, and of 
examining every Page, in order to find the 
Lines that are mentioned by our Critic as 
the Source of Mz/fon’s Sentiments on Mar- 
riage. —- At laft I found them*: But ob-- 
ferved a vaft Difference between Lauder’s 
Quotation, and the Edition printed at Dor, 
which that you may be fenfible of, I thall 
* Stapmorftius, Book 2d. p. 89. 
trans 
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tran{cribe the Paflage in Queftion as it really 


ftandeth in Staphorfitus. 


Fcedus in humanis fragili quod fan@ius zvo 
Firmius et melius, quod magnificentius ac quam 
Conjugii, fponfi, fponfeeque jugalia facra? 
Que fincera fides dextia haud fecus atque figillo 
Tam cupide firmatur ovans, & que fruitur tot 
Signis ac precibus, tot habens patrefque, ducefque 
Ac defponfa fides, fervatrix firma decori 
Connubii? Deus eft fummus Pater ejus & auctor. 
Subfiznant chari qui ipfos genuere Parentes, 
Dulciter & reliqui tunc fuffregantur amici, 
Publicitus thalami confirmat Eeclefia foedus 

& Addunturque preces, fit conelamatio vulgi ; 
Foemina fic & mas thalamum fociantur in unum 
Ipios vota decent eadem, mens una falubris: 
Ut veluti natura monet quod confulit equum, 
Quod concinna rogans ratio validiffima fuadet. 
Sic fit fan@a Venus ftabilis, fint vincula amoris 
Candida & obdurent cunétos facrofan&a per annos, 

{ Querere debit enim mulher nil citra maritum 

; Querere fic nullam debet mas ultra maritam. 
Membra fides thalami fervare reciproca mandat. 
Omnis in hoc evo ipforum conceffa voluptas 
Conjugis in gremio tantum folidatur in uno; 
U: penes alterutrum fit corporis una poteftas: 
Corporis unde fui non eft mas tu’or at uxor 

} Corporis atque fui domina eft non foemina fed vir, 


Fioc tam magnificum, tam fanétum, tam folidumque 


Perceliens animes fplendore, tot unde potentes 
Heroas, tantofque duces prodire caballo 

Trojano velu'i, certumeft, hominumque propage 
Tota decet manare pudens: omnifque poteftas 

In terris ex hac divina Stirpe refultat, 


Now if any one will but take the Trouble 
to compare the above Lines which are faith- 
fully tranfcribed from Staphorftius, with 


thofe 
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thofe which the Critic of M//ton quoteth as’ 
his, a very remarkable Difference will ap- 
pear at firft Sight. He will obferve feveral 
Lines omitted which I have reftored to their 
Place, and diftinguifhed by including them 
in Parenthefes; and not only this, but he 
will be furprized to find eight Lines quoted 
as from Staphorfiius, which have no Exiit- 
ence in that Author. 

In the Room of Querere debet enim mulier 
nil citra Maritum, and the following equally 
wretched Line, Lauder hath thought proper 
to infert, 


Aufpice te, fugiens alieni fuccuba lecti 
Dira libido Hominum tota de gente repulfa eft, 
Ac tantum gregibus pecudum ratione carentum - 
Imperat, & fine lege tori furibunda vagatur.. _ 
Aufpice te, quam jura probant, rectumque piumque 
Filius atque pater, fraterque innotuit, & quot 
Vincula vicini fociarunt fanguinis, a te 

- Nominibus didicére fuam diftinguere gentem. 


Thefe eight Lines our Critic hath diftin- 
guifhed from the reft of the Quotation, by 
printing them in Italics, as having the moft 
ftriking Refemblance to the Panegyric on 
Marriage in the Paradife Lof. As to the 
reft of the Quotation from Staphor/lius, I ap- 
peal to every one whether he can find the: 
leaft moft diftant Agreement between it and. 

any 


any of Mi/ton’s Sentiments on the fame Sub- 
ject. So that the Merits of the Controverfy 
are confined to the laft quoted Eight Lines, 
and Milton’s being indebted for his Senti- 
ments on Marriage to Stapborftius, refteth 
upon his having imitated them. 


And, indeed, if thefe Lines be really in 
Stapborftius, 1 will allow that the Critic of 
Milton hath made good his Charge, becaufe 
the following ones from the Paradife Loft 
bear the itrongeft Refemblance to them that 
can be. 


By thee, adulterous Luft was driven from Men 
Among the beftial Herd to range ; by thee 
Founded in Nature loyal, juft and pure, 

~ Relations dear and all the Charities 
Of Father, Son and Brother firft were known *. 


Here, then I join Iffue with Mr. Lauder, 
and allow that the Eight Lat/n Lines, and 
the Five Engh/b ones of Milton, juft quoted, 
are fo much alike, that he who wrote the 
one, had the other before him: But, I ab- 
folutely deny that the Engii/b are the Copy. 


For thus, my Lord, ftandeth the Cafe. 
The Critic of Mi/ton quoteth eight Lines as 
from Staphorfizus, but upon turning to the 


* Paradife Loft, B. 4. 1. 753. 
8 


printed 
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printed Copy of that Author, no fuch Lines 

are there to be met with. Wiuil he endea- 

vor to fave himfelf by faying that the Edi- 

tion that he made ufe of hath thefe Lmes, 
tho’ the Edition that I collated hath them 

not ?—All Evafion of this kind is precluded, 

becaufe the Defcription which he giveth of 

his Edition +- of Staphorftius proveth it to be 

the fame to which I appeal, and which every — 
one may fee in the Bodle:an Library.—It 1s 
impoffible, therefore, for him to clear him. 
felf from this Charge which I now bring 
againft him—Of having corrupted the Text of 
Srapuorstius by interpolating Eight Lines 
not to be found there; which Ezght Lines are 
the only ones on which he could found his Charge 
againft Milton, of baving 1mitated the Dutch- 
man’s Panegyric on Marriage. 


But tho’ what hath been already obferved, 
putteth it beyond all doubt that the Critic 
of Milton hath interpolated the Eight Lines 
in Queftion into the Text of Staphorficus, 
yet, for your Lord/hip’s farther Satisfaction, 
it may not be improper to mention from 
whence Lauder hath got them. If I omit 
doing this, Room would be left for imagin- 
ing that he himfelf hath tranflated them 


+ See Laude,’s Dates of his Authors. 


from 
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from thofe of Milton already quoted. But 
this is not the Cafe: The Lines are good 
ones, and, therefore, let us give the Honor 
of them to their real etherg! 


In order, then, to open the Sources from 
which our Critic hath derived many of his 
Quotations which bear fo ftriking a Refem- 
blance to Paflages in the Paradife Loft, I 
muft take Notice that fo long ago as ie 
Year 1690, there was printed at London, 
Latin Tranflation of Chega Paradife Loft an 
Regained, and of the Samfon Agoniftes, b 
one Jfogeus, as he calleth himfelf in the 
Title Page,-—* Hog, I fuppole, if we {trip 
the Name of the Latin Termination. This 
Book feemeth to be of. mighty Ufe to our 
honeft Critic. Being in Pofleflion of a Copy 
of it, he hath becun, in Time, to imagine 
that 47s was the only Copy.s and, the erefe ore, 
being refolved to do what was in his Power, 
to leflen that Tribute of Veneration paid to 
Milton, he thought he could not take a more 
effectual Way to fix the odious Charaéter of 


an unlicenfed Plagiary upon him, than by in- 
ferting into the Auth« a “ps om whom he pre- 


* William Hog, a Sec tfrn an.  Befides his Tr ania tion of the 
Paradije a and 4 Regained, and of the Sam/on . lgonifies, he 
r Latin Poem 1S——Dé articular] ya Bara, Rade 
of the Book of 70h, tae. d at Londo 
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tendeth that Mi/ton hath borrowed, Lines — 
from Hog, and which could not but bear 
a ftriking Refemblance to Lines in the Pa- 
radife Loff, being indeed nothing more nor | 
lefs than Tranflations of them. 


That I have fufficient Grounds for affert- 
ing what appeareth fo extraordinary, your 
Lordjip will readily admit when I inform 
you, that I have actually in my Poffeffion at 
prefent this very Tranflation of the Paradife 
Loffby Hog; and upon turning to the fourth 
Book *, where he tranflateth the famous 
Panegyric on Marriage, J jind, without the 
Variation of a fingle Word, the eight Lines in- 
ferted by Lauper into the Text of Staphor- 
{tius. Had I not feen this, were it not in 
every Body’s Power to fee it, by turning to 
the Book, I fhould not have ventured to 
affert a Fact fo extremely improbable. ——I 
fhould have thought it impoffible that the 
vilifying of a Perfon’s Character now fo long 
dead, could be a Matter of fuch Moment, as 
that all the Rules of common Probity and Ho- 
nor are to be trampled under Foot, rather 
than not have wherewithal to fupport an 
Accufation. It muft certainly be thought 
extremely hard that Mi/ton fhould be run 

* Hog, p. 112. | 
down 


ail 
down as a Plagiary, for having ftolen from 
himfelf. And yet this is exactly the Cafe: 
Hog tranfiateth the ee eg Loft into Latin; 
Lauder inferteth fome of Hog’s Lines into 
Staphorfiu:, and then urgeth frei very Lines 
asa Demonttration that Milt on copied him. 


And now, my Lord, is not this fingle In- 
{tance of Forgery, fo extraordinary in all its 
Circumftances, and fo unexceptionably prov- 
ed, enough to blaft our Critic’s Credit in all 
his other Quotations ?——It certainly is. 
However let us follow him in one or two 
more, and we fhall have accumulated Proofs 
of his zw#pudent Forgertes. 


In the fifth Book of the Paradife Loft we 
have the Morning Hymn, fung by Adam 
and Eve, and which beginneth thus, 


Thefe are thy glorious Works, Parent of Good ! 


This Hymn, one of the greateft Orna- 
ments of the Poem, is, as Dr. Newson jufily 
obferveth, “ an Imitation, or rather a Sort 
Or Paraphr afe, of the 148th Pfaim, and 
“* (of what is a Paraphrafe upon that) the 
“« Canticle placed after Le Deum in the Li- 
“ turgy, O all ye Works of the Lord, blefs ye 
“ the Lord, &c. which is the Song of the 

F 2 ‘“‘ three 
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«° three Children in the Apocrypha*.” Lau- 
der, however, imagining perhaps, that it 


would be a greater Reflection on Mi/ton's 


Character as a Poet to convict him of imi- 
tating Staphorfizus, than it would be to con- 
vict him of imitating the P/a/mi/t, telleth 
us —— “ that he cannot help thinking but 
“« that Milton has borrowed from this Au- 
“ thor (Staphorfizus) a great Part of the 
«¢ noble Hymn fung by Adam and Eve --”. 


In fupport of this Charge he quoteth 
Thirty-three Lines from his Dutchman. But 
as it would {well this Letter to an immode- 
rate Length, were I to infert Quotations 
unneceffarily, I fhall, therefore, refer to Mr. 
Lauder’s Book for the Quotation in queftion 
which beginneth thus, 


Coeleftes anime! fublimia templa tenentes, 


And endeth thus, 


Colluftrat terras dum Jumine Titan Eoo § 


Now tho’ our Critic cannot help thinking 
Milton’s Morning Hymn copied from the 
Lines of Sraphorfizus, laft referred to, yet am 
I perfuaded that, upon comparing them, 

* Dr. Newton's Note on the 153 Line of the sth Book. 
+ Lauder, p. 108, § D°. p. 109-110. 


every 
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every impartial Perfon will think he hath 
Reafon to conclude, that, tho’ there be fome 


‘Refemblance of Sentiment, yet this is no 


Proof that Milton ever faw Stapbhorfiius ; be- 
caufe this Refemblance hath arifen, from 
their both having had beforethem, the Palm 
and Church Hymn already mentioned. 


But there are two Lines in the Quotation 
that Lauder giveth us from Stepborftius, 
which he perhaps thinketh are a Proof that 
Milton imitated in this Place the Dutch Poet 
and not the infpired P/alm/ft. And indeed 
there isa very ftriking Refemblance between 
them, and two Lines in the Morning Hymn 
of the Paradife Loft.— Milton, having called 
upon every Part of inanimate Nature to 
praife the Lord, addeth 


Witnefs, if I be filent Even or Mora, 


Now there is a Line in our Critic’s Quo- 
tation from Staphorfizus very like this; it is 
as followeth, 


Aurora, redeunte nova, redeuntibus umbris. 


Again, Mz/ton hath the followine Line, 


Him firft, him laft, him midft and without End; 


And 
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Beis i 
And it is fcarcely poffible to tranflate this 
Line more literally than in the following 
Words which are alfo quoted as from Sta- 


phorftius, 


‘Te primum, & medium, & fummum,fed fine carentem. 


Here, then, again our Critic thinketn 
that he hath Reafon to triumph over Mi/ton, 
as pluming bimfelf with the Feathers of Sta- 
phorftius; and every one who taketh it for 
granted that thefe two Lines, efpecially the 
laft, are in the Dutchman's Works, will very 
readily admit the Truth of the Charge. But, 
ee they are no more in Stapbhorftius than 
are the Bight Lines of which we have alrea- 
y taken Notice. For upon collating Lau- 

er’s Quotation with the Dort Edition, H 
me that they were both wanting; as is 
allo a A cia Line quoted by him from this 


O miris mirande modis, ter maxime rerum 5 


They are wanting inthe very Edition which, 
as} obk -tved before, he telleth us he ufed, and 
therefore, that he hath interpolated them to 
¢ reate a Refemblance between Milton and 

sharfins, which had no Exiftence before, 
is Hes fi beyond all Difpute. And cer- 
tainly 
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tainly he could not take a more effectual 
Way to prove this Refemblance, than by 
inferting into Staphorftius, as he had done in 
another Place, Hog’s Tranflation of thofe 
very Lines, which he pretendeth that Mil 
ton hath ftolen. Upon examining Hog’s 
Tranflation of the Morning Hymn, I found 
the Lines in queftion to have a Place there *. 
—It feemeth to be fo extremely improbable, 
that any one fhould ever venture to put. fo 
grofs an Impofition on the World, that, as 
I obferved before, I almoft defpair of being 
believed, altho’ J £zow the certainty of the 
Fact. 


I fhall only add on this Head, in order to 
expofe more, the unfair Manner in which 
Lauder giveth us Quotations from his Au- 
thors, refembling Paflages of the Paradije 
Lof, that he not only thinketh himfelf at 
Liberty to infert what was not in their Text, 
but alfo to leave out what is really there. 
An Inftance of this I gave in the firft Quo- 


* Hog, p. 128—130. Lauder in order to accommodate 
#og’s 'ranflation of the Line, Him firft, him laji, &c. to the 
Context of Staphorfieus in this Place, was obliged to difplay his 
Skill in altering the Text of his Authors by changing Mune 
into Ze. For the Line in Hog runs thus 


Hunc primum, huncmedium, hunc fummum, fed fine carentem. 


9 tation 
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tation from Staphorftius, where I included, 
in Parenthefes, eight Lines omitted by the 
Critic —And we find him in this laft Quo- 
tation doing the fame Thing, and leaving 
out eight Lines again, which ought to have 


a Place after the Sixth Line of his Quota- . 


tion, and are as followeth, 


Servator rerumque opifex, tu patris imago 
© indute meos artus cum fanguine lympham 
Reddebas moriens, venture pignora vite, 

' Et totum rupto fundebas corpore amorem: 
Vulneribus tergum effoflum flagrifque cruentum 
Monftrafti patrique tuo noftroque, favorem 
Ejus concilians nobis: hinc foedera pacis 
Ad terras venére meas; Bellona fugata eft. 


Tt will not be a fufficient Excufe for Lau- 
der to allege that he omitted thefe Lines 
merely from a Conviction that Mz/ton had. 
made no Ufe of them.—When we look to 
his Quotation from Stapborfiius, we. fhall 
be apt to conclude, that immediately after 
the Line 


Magna dei foboles! agne inculpate Jehove 


Followed 


Omnia in illuftri lucentia fidera cceli, 


and yet if we turn to the Original, we find 
that no lefs than eight Lines intervene. Had 
the Critic of the Paradi “fe Loft been a fair 
Writer, 
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Writer, when he chofe to omit any Lines, 
as not to his Purpofe, he would not have 
impofed upon his Readers, by prefenting 
them with a Connection which is not 1n his 
Author. He would exprefsly, or, at leaf, 
by fignificant Marks, have inftructed us, 
that he had omitted fome intervening Lines. 
—— Milton hath but very foul Play, if the 
Text of the Authors from whom he 1s fup- 
pofed to borrow muft be cut and mangled 
before a Refemblance can be made out, and 
which could never have been made out but 
by joming together two diftant Periods. 


Having difpatched Staphorfiius, let me 
now give your Lord/bip a Specimen of Lau- 
der’s Treatment of Taubmanius. He pre- 
fenteth us with four or five Quotations from 
this German, which, from a Similitude of 
Sentiment in fome Paflages of the Paradife 
Loft, he would have us believe that Milton 
hath feen and copied. Tho’, as it is extreme- 
ly natural for two Authors writing on the 
fame Subject, to have the fame Sentiments, 
nay to exprefs them by ufing fimilar Images, 
that Milton and Taubmannus do refemble each 
other in the Paflages quoted, will not be 
thought by candid Inquirers, any Proof that 
this Refemblance 1s the Confequence of an 


G 


Inu- 
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Imitation, rather than of Accident.—lI fhall, 
therefore, take particular Notice only of one — 
of the Quotations from Taubmannus, where 
we fhall again find our Critic at the honeft 
Employment of Forgery: It will not be im- 
proper to fet down the Lines as I find them 
quoted by him *. 


Tune, ait, imperio regere omnia folus? & una 
Filius ifte tuus, qui fe tibi fubjicit ultro, 

Ac genibus minor ad terram profternit, & offert 
Nefcio quos toties animi fervilis honores? 

Et tamen-zterni proles eterna Jehovee 

Audit ab etherea luteaque propagine mundi. 

; Scilicet hunc natum dixifti cundla regentem, / 
Ceelitibus regem cunétis, dominumque fupremum. 
Huic ego fim fupplex? ego? quo preftantior alter | 
Non agit in fuperis. Mihi jus dabit ille, {uum qui 
Dat caput alterius fub jus & vincula legum ? 
Semideus reget ille polos? reget ayia terrae? 

Me preffum leviore manu fortuna tenebit? 
[Et cogar aternum duplici fervire tyranno? | 
Haud ita. ‘Tu folus non polles fortibus auits, 
aah ego fic cecidi nec fic mea fata premuntur, 
t nequeam relevare caput, colloque fuperbum - 
Excutere imperium. Mihi fi mea dextra favebit 
Audeo totius mihi jus promittere mundi. 


Now, my Lord, upon collating this Quo- 
tation with an Edition of Taubmannus +, 1 
found three Lines wanting in the printed 
Copy, which Lauder giveth us as his Au- 
thor’s, and which I have diftinguifhed by 


* Lauder, p. 132. 
+ The Lines are in Zaubenannus, Bellum Angelicum, Book [. 
Page 7G. 
thé 


the Parenthefés, as above. I cannot be po- 
fitive whether the Edition that I confulted 
an{wereth fully to the Defcription given by 
our Critic of fzs, which he telleth us was 
printed at Leipfig 1604. For tho’ Leipfg 
be alfo on the Title-page of the Copy that I 
faw, yet, if I rightly recollect, the Year is 
not exprefled. However, fuppofing the Edi- 
tions to be different, it is extremely impro- 
bable that there fhould be fo great a Variati- 
on between them. And, therefore, as I have 
met with an Edition (which every one may 
fee, as it is in the Bod/ezan Library) that hatlg 
not the three Lines in queftion, there is a 
{trong Sufpicion that Lauder cannot produce 
an Edition in which they exift. 


One of thefe Lines which are wanting in 
the Leipfig Edition of Taubmannus, our Cri- 
tic hath taken Care to have printed in Jta- 
ics; for the fame Reafon, I fuppofe, why 
he diftinguithed, in like Manner, Hog’s eight 
Lines inferted into Stapborftius. The Line is 

Et cogar eternum duplici fervire tyranno ? 
and it beareth fomeRefemblance, tho’ a di- 
{tant one, to the following Paflage of Mi/ton, 
Proftration vile! 


Too much to one! but double, how endur’d *, 


* Paradive Loff, Book 5. 1. 782. 
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But I find nothing, in the other two Lines’ 
which he hath interpolated into Taubman- 
nus's Text, or indeed in any part of the 
whole Quotation, that refembleth any thing 
that can be produced from the Paradife Loft, 


fo much as to perfuade us that Mi/ton imi- 


tated the German in this Place. Lauder in- 
deed giveth us * two different Paflages from 
our Poet, which he will have to be borrow- 
ed from the above Quotation of Taubmannus. 
But upon comparing them together, the only 
_ Sentiment common to both Poets is Satan’s 
Difpleafure at the Power and Honor vefted 
in the Son of Gop; and this Sentiment, 
which occurred fo naturally on this Subject, 
is exprefled in Words and Images very dif- 
ferent. — Iam therefore, at a Lofs to con- 
ceive what could tempt our Critic to make 
an Interpolation that could fo little ferve his 
Caufe: However, it feemeth, he thought it 
might be of Ufe, and it 1s enough that Ide- 
tect his Forgeries, without troubling myfelf 
whether or no he hath forged with Judg- 
ment.—lIf it be afked whether Hog lent his 
Affiftance alfo here, my Anfwer is, that there 
feemed fo little Refemblance between any 
thing that can be produced from the Para- 
dife Loft and this Quotation from Taubman- 


© Lauder, p. 131. 
ty | nus, 
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nas, even fuppofing the three interpolated 
Lines had alfo been A7s, that I did not think 
it worth while to trace Lauder’s Steps mi- 
nutely in this Place. I fhall only obferve, 
that one Circumftance giveth me Reafon to 
think that the interpolated Lines, at leaft 
one of them, is not Hog’s, but our Critic's 
own—-——and this is——that there is a falfe 
Quantity inthe Word Cogar. Which Blun- 
der, it is probable, is not fo much the Ef- 
fect of Ignorance, as of Defign— the Ger- 
man Poet to whom this Line is attributed 
not being very ferupulous about thefe Mat- 
ters, but frequently making fuch Miftakes. 


The Imitations which the Critic of Para- 
dife Loft pretendeth its Author hath made 
from Quintianuss Tragedies, from Theodorus 
Beza’s Abrabamus Sacrificans, from Daniel 
Heinfius’s Herodes Infanticida, and other Wri- 
ters, are fo trifling, and the Refemblance 
which he findeth, is often fo diftant, that even 
{uppofing that he hath quoted his Authors 
fairly, he will be ftill far enough from con- 
vincing the World that Mdz/ton ever faw them. 
That he hath quoted them fairly I could not 
{atisfy myfelf, not having been able to meet 
with them after a ftri€t Search. Tho’, I 
think myfelf fufficiently well warranted to 
fuppofe, 
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fuppofe, that had the Library which I ex. 
amined, furnifhed me with thefe Authors, 
I fhould have found the fame extraordinary 
Licenfes ufed in adapting their Text to the 
Paradife Loft, as we know have been taken © 
with regard to Staphorftius and Taubmannus. 
Carolus Malapertius, another of Milton’s fup- 
pofed Creditors, I did collate with one Quo- 
tation from him given us by Lauder, from 
which he would have us believe Milton 
copied his Comparifon of Eve to Pandora. 
But what Proof is there that Mz/ton ftole this 
Thought from the Yefut, when it is fo ob- 
vious that it could fcarcely be avoided by one 
acquainted with the Heathen Mythohgy? 
Befides, it is impoffible to exprefs the fame 
Comparifon in Words, and in a Manner 
more different, than it hath been exprefled 
by Milton and Malapertius. To fatisfy your 
Lordflip of this, I fhall beg leave to quote 
them both. Malapertius’s Lines are as 
followeth, 


Creduli quondam vitio mariti 
Foeminz ad fraudes patuiffe narrant 
Pyxidem zrumnis gravidam, malifque; 
Inde morborum incubuiffe terris 
Agmen, & totum tenuiffe mundum: 
Hec fide vates memorent Pelafga 
Et coli ad Jumen celebrent aniles. 
Eva Pandoram facit innocentem 
Et capi blandz facilis marita 

Uxorius Adam. 


Now, 
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Now, will any one befides our Critic af+ 

firm that from the above Lines of the ¥- 
fuit’s Sedechias, Milton borrowed the follow- 
ing ones? 

What Day the genial Angel to our Sire 

Brought her in naked Beauty more adorn’d 

More lovely than Pandora, whom the Gods 

Endow’d with all their Gifts (and O too like 

In fad Event) when to th’ unwifer Son 

Of Faphet, brought by Hermes, fhe infnar’d 

Mankind with her fair Looks, to be reveng’d 

On him who had ftole ‘Fove’s authentic Fire *. 


I fhall only add that Lauder had before 
++ charged Milton with having ftolen the 
{ame Comparifon from Mafenius. A Proof 
this, that he was refolved to fupport his Ac- 
cufation even at the Expence of contradict- 
ing himfelf—In the fame Manner, at { one 
Time he telleth us, that the 11th and 12th 
Books of the Paradife Loft are a Copy of 
Rofe’s Virgilius Evangelizans; in § another 
Place he admitteth Du Bartas to a Share of 
this Honor; and ina || third, Barleus 1s 
faid to give us ‘ the prima Stamina of the 
<¢ heft Part of the two laft Books of the Pa- 
“ radife Lof.” Such feeming Contradictions 
1 know not how our Critic can reconcile. 


* Parad:fe Loft, B. 4. 1.712: 
+ Lander, p.44. t Lauder, p.62. § L uder, p. 95. 
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Let him, if he can—while I proceed to give ~ 


your Lordjbip a very odd Inftance of his fhame- 
ful Impofitions on the World. 


“From Heywood's Hierarchia Angelica (faith 
«« he) Mi/ton hath borrowed this Verfe which 
“© {9 often occurreth in his Poem 


Thrones, Dominations, Princedoms, Virtues, Powers. 


“© Heywood’s Latin in a beautiful Frontif- 
apiece 155 2 
Throni, Dominationes, Principatus, Virtutes, Poteftates, 


‘© which no School-Boy could tranflate more 
‘« literally *.” 


Tho’ our Critic had fome Reafon to hopé 
that he might play his Tricks with the Text 
of Staphorftius and Taubmannus, without being 
detected, yet he muft have arrived at a ftrange 
Pitch of Folly, otherwife he never would 
have made any Attempts on a Book that 
may be met with on almoft every Stall in our 
Streets. Nothing is more certain than that 
there is no fuch Line in this beautiful Fron- 


tifpiece of Heywood, as it is termed by our: 


Critic. Heywood, on a Copper-Plate, giveth 
usa Sort of Plan of the S yftem of the Heaven- 


* Lauder, p. 152. 


y 
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ly Hoft. In the Center 1s reprefented th e blef- 
fed Trinity under the Form of a T a 
and all round in a Circle, are the Nine dif- 
ferent Orders of the Heavenly Inhabitants (for 
the School Divines thought that they could 
find fo many Orders or Reals of them men- 
tioned in Scripture) each of which, befides 
its pictured Reprefentation, hath its Name 
written at full Length; and if we follow 
Heywoods own Method, who divideth his 
Work into Nine Books, and affigneth One 
Book to each Order, we muft read them in 
the following Manner, be eginning with the 
Order which he treateth of in his frit Book : 
Seraphim, Cherubim, donate L, Po ag Virtu- 
tes, Angeli, Archangeh, Principatus, Domna- 
tiones—How, then, can Lauder have the Af- 
furance to affert that no School-Boy could 
tranflate what is in Heywood's Frontifpiece * 
more literally than the Author of Parade 
Loft hath done in his Line, Thrones, Domi- 
nations, Princedoms, Virtues, Powers? The li- 
teral Tranilation of this Line is Téronz, Do- 
minationes, Principatus, Virtutes, Poteflates ; 
and any one who only readeth Lauder, but 


* A fimilar Frontifpiece is to be met with in a whimfical 

Book called 7 Cees s Love Sac crifice, | Py Edav. Benlowes, Efg; 
Pp rinted in 1652, which I fuppofe would alfo have teen brought 
in Evidence Saint Milton, Y ad our Critic been fo lucky as to 
have feen it. 


is! never 
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never examined Haywood, would naturally 
imagine that fuch a Line is on Heywood’s Ti- 
tle Page, the Falfity of which is notorious 
from what I have obferved. ‘Thefe Words 
may, indeed, be picked out of feveral others 
that are there, and, by being put into a quite 
different Order, will make out the very Line 
that Lauder quoteth, who feemeth to have 
adopted Pefer’s Method of interpreting his 
Father’ s Will *, and will be an excellent 
id to extract Blafphemy from the Bid, 


Ana 
and Treafon from the Ad of Settlement. 


Suffer me only to add on this Head, that 
the Critic of Milton needed not to have given 
himfelf the Trouble to torture and mangle 
fle ywood $ S Frontifpiece, to prove that the 
Line of the Paradife Loft, 11 queftion, was 
tranflated ihe ba For had he looked into 
his New: Teft t he would have found a 
‘Text Bh indif sii tably was the Source of 
Milton's 

‘Thrones, Dominations, Virtues, Princedoms, Powers ; 


he would have found the following Words, 
EiTS Bocvos, SITE Kupsornres, § eis AY hy ETE eEsoices Ts 
which are tranflated by the Vulgate, /ve 
Thront, five Dominationes, - five Principatus, 


* See the Tale ofa Tub. + Calof. Chap. i. v. 16. 


five 
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five Potefiates, Milton's Line is a literal Tran{* tI 
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lation of this’Text, with this Difference only» 
that he hath one Word more, Virtues. And 
we need not be at a ik whence he got it; 
for the Word dweéuas occurreth in three o- 
ther Texts *, and is ane late ue eee by the 
Vulgate, /: PB ance 


Whatever Mr. Lauder may think, Mz/ton’s 
having borrowed the difputed tine will ne- 
ver detract any thing from his Merit as a 
Poet ; and therefore, tho’ I have fhewn that 
he hath been falfly accufed of having tran{- 
lated it from Heywood's Frontifpiec eet lh ave 
not hefitated to acknowlege that he had it 
from St. Paul. 


T intended to have refted the Merits of my 
Caufe on the Facts already mentioned, but 


@ 


my Stock of Materials Bing: been, very 
lately, confiderably augmented -+-, I have it 


ewe | 


how 
{ 
* Neque Angeli, neque Principatti:, neque est Ror 
vill. 38. Supra omnem Principarum, Poteftare: 1 & Virtutent, | 
& Dominationem. Fp). i. 21. Subiectis fbi oa rel iis ee. LO | 
teftatibus & Virtutibus. 1 Pet. iii. 22. Thefe three Texts Bice 
in the Epiftle to the Co/cffans already mentioned, it thefe =) 
Places of Scripture where mention fy made of yee ue Se- 
raphim, and Chehibins J have furn ithe d the School Divines 


with the Nine Orders of the Heaven/y ie, the Subject 
of many Books before Heyavood’s. 
tT By Mr. Bowle, M. “A” of Or7 pieiggls? Oxford 
tho’ I have not the Pleafure of his Aga intance, hath been 
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now in my Power to enlarge the Catalogue 
of Lauder’s Forgeries, and to point out to 
your Lordfbip fach grofs Interpolations in 
the Text of Authors not yet taken Notice of, 
as muft, while they encreafe our Refentment 
at the Impudence of our Critic’s Attempt, at 
the fame Time fatisfy us that his Scheme of 
Fraud _is more complicated and extenfive 
than one could well imagine. 


Phineas Fletcher, Fellow of King’s College, 
Cambridge, is the Author. of a Latin Poem 
again{t the Fefirts, entitled, Locufle vel Pie- 
tas “fefuitica. From this Poem Lauder quot- 
eth * fourteen Lines ; the two laft of which 
are as followeth, | 

In promptu caufa.eft: fupereft invicta voluntas 
Immortale odium, vinditte & foeva cupido. 

When your Lordfhip compareth thefetwo 
Lines with the following ones of Milton, 
—What tho’ the Field be loft 


All is not loft; th’ inconquerable Will 
And Study of Revenge, immortal Hate +, 


kind as to communicate to me, by the Hands of a Friend, 
what he knoweth relative to Lauder’s Forgeries. And no- 
body knoweth fo much as this Gentleman, who, long before 
f examined the Bodleian Library, had colleéted Materials for 
an Anfwer to Lauder, and hath the jufteft Claim to the Ho- 
nor of being the Original Detector of this ungenerous Critic. 
{ thought this Acknowlegement due from me to Mr. Bowl, 
who will, alfo, I flatter myfelf, have the Thanks of the Public. 
™ Lauder's Effay, p. 124. “+ Paradife Loft, B. 1.—105. 
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it will be impoffible to avoid being ftruck 
with the Refemblance; and as Fletcher wrote 
long before Milton, Lauder’s Charge that the 
former has been plundered by the latter, will 
feem extremely well fupported. But what 
if Fletcher hath no fuch Lines as the two 
above quoted ?—That this is really the Cafe, 
and that our Critic hath interpolated them, 
in order to make out a Similitude between 
Fletcher and Mzlten, which otherwife could 
have had no Exiftence, will appear from the 
following Fact. 


i : a } Ru E ~~ & howe rg ¥ Ras aan : 
In Laudaer’s Seca the two Lines in 
ra" } P Ay Aante 
Queftion are fuppofed to follow immediate- 
morales 
atter 
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SLU OLY PIS MULLET Faciantia lumina flammis. 
of We 


Now, upon turning to an Edition of 
Locufta, print ed at C ambridge by Thomas an 
Fobn Bucke, 1m Qto. 1627, the two Lines 
bear fo ftriking a Refemblanes e to thofe of 
Milton are not to be found, but in their room 
the three following Lines, omitted by Lay- 
der, have a Place, 
Quod fi Acies, fracta afque iterum fupplere catervas 


Eft animus, fciteque malas difpergere fraudes 
Non ego confilii, armorum non tutilis Author. 
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In ON to this Fact, Lauder can 
poflibly urge nothing but the Difference of 
Editions.—If, therefore, he hath an Edition 

of Fletcher, in which the two difputed Lines 
have a Place, he is zow called upon to pro- 
duce it. But that this is not in his Power, 
feemeth pretty evident from the following 
Circumftance. Upon looking into his Ta- 
ble of the Dates of his Authors, at the begin- 
ning of his Effay, I find him give fuch a 


Defcription of the Edition of Phzneas Fletcher ~ 


which he appealeth to, as isa Demonftration 
that he never had a Copy of that Book in 
his Poffeffion. For he cannot tell us either 
qwbhen or where it was printed, but content- 
eth himfelf with mentioning that its Date is 
circa 1640. So that, for any thing that ap- 
peareth to the contrary, Lauder knoweth no- 
thing of any Edition of the Locufle different 
from that to which I appeal. Or grant that 
he hath feen another Edition, yet ftill how 
unlikely is it that two Editions of the fame 
Work fhould differ fo much? And will not 
every one, already acquainted with our Cri- 
tic’s Interpolations in other Authors, think 
himfelf fufficiently warranted to conclude, 
that the two Lines now in Difpute have alfo been 
inter 


—— ee 


ST Ee eI a ee Ye 


oy aoe 


interpolated by him, in order to ae ‘i Mil- 
ton guzlty of plundering Fletcher ? 


But 1f Lauder may poffibl y produce and 
dition of Phineas Fletcher in which the Lines 
that I fuppofe to be forged, have a Place 
(which yet I am confident he cannot do) his 
Forgery in the In {tance which I now proceed 
to take Notice of, will be fo fully proved, as 
to leave him no room for Evafion, no pre- 
tence of Cavil. 


From the Comedia Apocalyptica of “fobn 
Fox, entitled, Chriftus triumpbhans, he aflerteth 
that Mzlton hath borrowed what he calleth 
that quaint and ridiculous Emblem of giving 


* J was fo ftruck with the Likenefs of 
In promptu caufa eft: fuper eft invicta voluntas, 
Immortale cdium, vindite S feva cupido, 
Milton's 


Pers 


unconquerable Will 
And fiudy of Revenge, immortal Hate, 


that, knowing of what Service Hog had been to our Critic in 
other Places, I thought he might have been indebted to him 

here. But it feems Lauder did not think the Refemblance 
would have been ftriking enough had he adopted Abg’s Tranf- 
Jation, and, therefore, he has given us a much clofer Tranf- | 
lation of Milton’s Lines, of his own. However, that he has 
borrowed fomething from Hog feems pretty evident. For 
Hog’s 'Tranflation of the Lines in queftion is 


as Bee ee Voluntas 
Libera durat adhuc ftudiumque immane nocendi 


tmmortale odium, & nunquam defiftere certum. Hog, p. 5. 


up 


up the Ghoft, covered with the Cowl of St. Fran- 
cis* ; and in fupport of his Charge, he quot= 
eth the following Paflage, as to be met with 
in Fox ; 


Tu, Pfychephone! 
Hypocrifis efto ; hoc fub Francifci pallio, 
Qua tuto ted?i fefe credunt emort, 


Now, my Lord, upon turning to the Co- 
media Apocalyptica, it appeareth that there 1s 
no fuch Line as that which I have put in 
Italics, and which Lauder hath interpolated 
in order to induce us to, believe that Mz/tox 
borrowed the following Paflage from Fox, 

And they who to be fure of Paradife, 


Dying put on the Weeds of Dominic, 
Or in Francifcan think to pafs difguifed +.- 


Lauder appealeth to an Edition of the Chri/- 
tus Triumphans, printed at Bafil, 1556, and 
no doubt he flattered himfelf a Book of fo 
old a Date would be difficult to be met with 
in order to convict him of having corrupted 
its Text. But, unfortunately for him, the ve- 
ry Edition to which -he appealeth, is in the 
Bodleian Library. Upon Examination, in- 
deed, it appeareth that this Copy wanteth 
the Title Page; but as it 1s regiftered in the 
Catalogue as printed at Baf/, 1556, this is 


* Lauder, p. 115. + Paradife Loft, B. 3—a478. 
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a fufhicient Proof of its being the very Edi- 
tion referred to by Lauder. Befides this old 
Edition, there is another in the fame Libra- 
ry, bearing Date London 1672, and athird I 
have in my own Pofleifion printed at London 
1676, both which, as we learn from their. 
Title Pages, are Copies of the Ba/i/ Edition 
of 1556; and all three agree in reading 
the Paflage in queftion in this Manner, 


Tu Pfychepone 
Hypocrifis efto, hee fub Francifci Pallio, 
Tu Thanate, Martyromaftix re & nomine fies *. 


Obferve then how many Frauds our honeft 
Critic was obliged to have Recourfe to, be- 
fore hecould introduce the interpolated Line, 


Quo tuto tecti fefe credunt emori. 


He putteth a Comma after Tz, and a Note 
of Admuration after P/ychephone ; the Com- 
ma after efo he changeth into a Semicolon, 
and the full Stop after pa//io he converteth 
intoa Comma. And yet, after all this, he 
can fcarcely connect the znterpolated Line 
with the Context fo as to make Senfe of it; 
and the Change of Perfon in it, tect credunt, 
which is quite inconfiftent with the Con- 


* Chriflus Triumphans, A& 5. Scene 1. 
I text 
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text, fheweth that our Critic hath not Sorged 
here with neceflary Precaution. 


It may not be improper juft to add as an- 


other Specimen of Lauder’s Ingenuity, that. 


he hath forged once more, in order to make 
good his Charge that the Death and Sin of 
the Paradife Loft are borrowed from the 
Chrifius Triumphans of Fobn Fox.——Upon 
examining the Dramatis Perfone of this odd 
Piece, the only two Charaéters, which I can 
find there, bearing a Refemblance to Milton's 
Death and Sin, are Thanatus and Piychepho- 
nus. But as, unluckily, both thofe Names 
are Mafculine in Fox, in order to make one 
of them fimilar to Mi/‘on’s female Charac- 
ter of Sin, our Critic hath thought it pro- 
per to make a {mall Alteration, and to tranf, 
form Pfychephonus into Pfychephone *, 


After having affigned fo many extraord:- 
nary Inftances of Forgery, your Lardfhip would 
icarcely imagine that there can be an Jn- 
jance more extraordinary than all the reft, 
ftill unmentioned. And yet that there is, you 
and all the World will readily grant when 


* This is evident from his Tranflation of the Paflage from 
Fox, in his Effay, p. 116. Which is as follows, . 


Phychephone, be thou Hypocrify, &c. 


I affert 


cn EE — —— 1 a 


[ 61 ] 
Jaflert, that not contented with I 
ed Lines for Staphoriftus, 


laving forg- 
fox, Taubmannus, 
Fleteber, ce. our enterprizing Critic hath 


Jorged Lines for Milton himfelf, and inter O- 
lateth into the Paradife Loft a Paflage which 


is not to be found. However ridiculoufly 
improbable this may feem, I think I may 
pronounce the Fad? to be certain. 


Lauder, fo long ago as the Year 1747, 
made his Appearance as the Zorlus of AMj/. 
ton, 1n the Gentleman's Magazine. In the 
Magazine for February of that Year %, he 
obligeth the World with the firft AG of Gyo. 
tzus’s Adamus exful, and marketh at the bot- 
tom of the Pages, the Paflages of Milton 
which he would have us believe ftolen from 
Grotius.——In this A& of the Adamus axful 
the two following Lines areto be met with, 


Lacufque vivi fulphuris femper fluunt 

Et ampla vacuo fpatia laxantur loco ; 
and as a Proof that Mi/ton had copied them, 
he quoteth the following Paflage as his, and 
which indeed beareth a very great Simili- 
tude to Grotius’s Latin. 


And Lakes of living Sulphur ever flow, 
And ample Spaces 


* Page 84. 
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Now, my Lord, after having examined the 
Paradife Lo? with the greateft Care, not on- 
ly by the Help of Dr. Newrfon’s copious verbal 
Index, but alfo by turning over every Page 
of the Poem, I think myéfelf fufficiently well 
authorized to pronounce that the Line and 
half, juft mentioned, have no Exiftence in 
the Paradife Loft, but have been forged by our 
Critic, who juftly might think that there 
could be no greater Crime in accommodating 
the Text of Mz/fon to Grotius, than there was 
in accommodating that of Staphorftius, &c. 
to the Paradife Lof. And asthe Crime was 
not greater, fo, perhaps, he flattered himfelf 
the Danger of Detection might be lefs, and 
that he might fafely interpolate Lines in 
Milton; becaufe the Impudence of the At- 
tempt is fuch, that the World taking the Im- 
potlibility of the Thing for granted, might 
perhaps in this Cafe be more eafily impofed 
upon.—Tho’ I may have gone beyond the 
Plan, I propofed to myfelf, a Deteétion of 
the grofs Impofitions contained in our Cri- 
tic’s Ejay, yet I thought it extremely proper 
to take Notice of this Piece of Forgery ob- 
truded upon the Public in the Magazine, be- 
caufe I could not takea more effectual Way 
to convince them that the Charge which I 
have brought again{t Lauder of corrupting — 
the 
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the Texts of the obfcure Latin Writers a- 
bovementioned, is credible, than by fatisfy- 
ing them that he actually hath offered fuch 
an Affront to their Underftanding, as to 
corrupt the Text of the Parade Lofi—lit 
he could venture to forge Lines for Mz/ron, 
who will wonder that he fhould do this for 
Staphorftius, Fletcher, Taubman and Fox? 


From the Inftances that I have affigned, 
from the Facts to which I have appealed, I 
think, my Lord, there refulteth this Conclu- 
fion, That the Critic of Mz/ton having been 
detected of forgery in feveral of the Authors 
whom he quoteth, Copies of which we have 
been fo lucky as to meet with, we may, with- 
out doing him any Injuftice, fufpect that he 
hath ufed the fame Freedoms with regard to 
Mafenius and the Adamus Exfiul of Grotius, 
the two main Champions of his Caufe, but 
invifible to all the World but himfelf. It 
refteth upon him to fhew that this Sufpicion 
is groundlefs, and that the old printed Co- 
pies of thefe two Pieces correfpond exactly 
with the Account that he giveth of them, 
and contain all thofe Lines which he quoteth 
as from them. And how can he do this in 
a fatisfactory Manner? A new Edition of 
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tion will not do. He who could quote off 
Editions of Books, for Lines which have — 

_ been proved to have no Exiftence there, will - 
make no Scruple to interpolate Lines in 
his new Editions, in order to put the Charge 
of Plagiarifm, which he bringeth againft 
Milton, upon Record. We do not in the 
leaft doubt of Mr. Lauder’s being able to ac- 
commodate Ma/enzus, or the Adamus Ex/ful to 
the Text of the Paradife Lof (for his Skill 
this way hath been obferved in repeated 
Inftances) and, therefore, he muft not 
only publifh new Editions, but alfo pro- 
duce the old ones from which they were 
taken. Thefe he muft depofit with his 
Bookfeller, or in fome public Library : 
If this be not done he doth nothing, and 
this, I am fatisfied, he dareth not do, with- 
out putting it in our Power to dete¢t him 

in Forgeries as grofs as thofe of which he al- 

ready ftandeth convicted. That it may not 
be thought that I aflert without proving, or 
fufpect without juft Foundation of Sufpici- 
on, permit me now, my Lord, to give my Rea- 
fons for being of Opinion that Lauder can- 
not produce a Mafenius, without {atisfying 
the World, at the fame Time, that he hath 
bafely zuterpolated, and changed the Text of 
this Author. 

4 “< Milton, 
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“ Milton, faith Lauder *, as one Confe- 
£© quence of the Fall introduceth the Beafts 
‘© at Variance one with another, and all of 


** them together at Variance with Man,” 
Beaft now with beaft ’gan war, and fowl with fowl, 
And fifh with fifh: to graze the herb all leaving 
Devour’d each other: nor ftood much in awe 


Of Man, but fled him, or with countenance grim 

Glar’d on him paffing +. 

‘¢ Thefe Lines (he addeth) are literally 
* tranflated from the following ones of 
‘© Mafentus,” 

Quadrupedi pugnant quadrupes, volucrique volucris 

Et pifcis cum pifce ferox hoftilibus armis 

Preelia feeva gerit: jam priftina pabula fpernunt 

Jam tondere piget viridantes gramine campos. 

Alterum & alterius vivunt animatia letho. 

Prifca nec in gentem humanam reverentia durat, 


Sed fugiunt, vel fi fteterant, fera bella minantur 
Fronte truci torvofque oculos jaculantur in illam, 


Nothing certainly can be more ftriking 
than the Refemblance between the Lines 
quoted from the Paradife Loft, and the Eight 
Latin Lines quoted as from Ma/enzus, and 
whoevervcompareth them together, will be 
unavoidably led to this Conclufion that 
the one is a Tranflation of the other. Our 
Critic would have us believe that the Engi/b 
Lines are the Tranfiation ; and would prove 

* Lauder’s Eflay, p. 42. + Parcdife Loft, B. 10.—7I10. 
this 


this unexceptionably, if the Eight fines in 
Queftion have really a Place in an Edition — 
of Mafenius, printed at Cologn, 1054, to which 
Edition he appealeth—But that there are 
no fuch Lines in Majenius, feemeth pretty 
certain from this Fact-—that they have a Place 
in * Hog’s Tranfiation of the Paradife Loft, and 
are bis "Paraphrafe of thofe very Lines which 
ye vale will have to be literally tranflated from 
Mafenius.—It was the ftriking Refemblance 
between the Exgljh and Latin Lines that 
gave Occafion to this Difcovery, For as the 
Forgeries of which our Critic had been de- 
tected rendered every thing fufpected that 
had pafied thro’ his Hands, and as the Fight 
Lines on the War of the Beafts appeared to 
be as clofe a Tranflation of Milton, as the 
Eight Lines interpolated in Staphorfizus on 
Marriage, this furnifhed a Conjecture that 
Lauder had both thefe Paflages from the 
fame Source; and this Conjecture appeared to 
bea Certainty, when Hog was examined. 


It may, perhaps, be urged that, even tho’ 
the Lines in Difpute be in Hog, this 1s no 
Proof that they were not originally in Mar 
fenius ; our Critic may perhaps allege, that 
as the Latin Tranflation of Milton did not 


* Hog, Page 223. 
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appear till between thirty and forty Years 
after Mafenius’s Poem, Hog finding thefe 
Lines already in Mafenius might adopt them 
as his own, as he could not tranflate this Paf- 
fage of the Paradife Lo more clofely—The 
Pofibility of this muft be granted, but the 
Improbability of it muft, at the fame time, be 
aflerted ; and it refteth upon our Critic to fa- 
tisfy the World that this is indeed the Cafe. 


But as we have already convicted him of 
fo many Forgeries, as the fame Plea may be 
urged with regard to Staphoriflus who wrote 
long before Hog tranflated Mi/ton, and as itis 
certain that the Lines interpolated from the 
Latin Tranflator of Mz/ton, never had a Place 
in the Work of the Dutch Divine ; who will 
be fo unreafonably candid as to fuppofe that 
the Eight Lines tn Queftion ever had a Place 
in the Work of the e/urt ? 


But, befides this extraordinary Fac, I have 
other Reaions fufficient to warrant my Affer- 
tion that our Critic cannot produce a print- 
ed Copy of Mafenius agreeable to the Account 
with which he prefenteth us, of that Poem, in 
his Effay—And here, my Lord, 1 muft once 
more bring in the Magazine as Evidence a- 
eainft him; and if it fhall appear that he 

K hath’ 
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hath gr ofsly contradicted himfelf, and thatthe 
Account given by him of Majfenius im the 
periodical Collection, differeth very effentially 
from that given by him in his more ftudied 
ProduCtion, the Effay; then, I think, there 
can be no room for doubting that he dareth 
not venture to produce a printed Copy of 
Mafenius without enabling us to point out 
Articles interpolated by him in that Au- 
thor, which never had any Exiftence in his 
Work. 


In the Gentleman's Magazine for ‘fanuary, 
1747, Lauder publifheth the Marginal Heads 
of Majenius for the fame Purpofe he hath 
done in his Effay, in order to induce us to 
believe that Mi/ten’s Plan is borrowed from 
the Ye/uzt’s. Now, my Lord, I have com- 
pared the Marginal Heads as given us by 
him at thefe two different times, and I find 
a great many. Articles which were publifhed 
as part of them, in the Magazine, omitted 
in the Catalogue of them enumerated in the 
Effay, a Catalogue, in other Refpects, more 
perfect and complete than the other. To 
void entering into an unneceflary Detail 
of Particulars, fuffer me. to mention two 
very important Heads reprefented as part of 

| » Mafenius 
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Mafenius in the Magazine, which are not 
to be met with inthe Effay. Thefe arethe 
Gigantomachia, and Prophanatio vetiti pomi 
per Serpentem—The firft of thefe Heads na- 
turally fuggefteth to the Reader Milton’s 
Fight of the Angels, as copied from Mafenius, 
and the fecond is mentioned to induce us to 
believe that, in the following Paflage, Mi/- 
ton was alfo indebted to him : 


eee 


Perhaps the Fae 
Ts not fo heinous now, foretafted Fruit 
Prophan’d firft by the Serpent .; 


As therefore Lauder obtruded upon the 
Publicthefe two Articles as exifting in Ma/eni- 
us, and afterwards when he giveth us a more 
ftudied Epitome of his Poem omitteth them, 
is there not all the Reafon in the World to 
conclude, that the Marginal Heads of that 
Author’s Work have undergone his fkilful 
Revifion, in order to be better accommodat- 
ed to Milton’s Plan, and that the Pandemo- 
nium, which {till ftandeth in the Effay, hath 
no more an Exiftence in Mafenius, than 
have the other two Articles which Lauder 
hath thought proper to retract ? 


* Paradife Lof, B. ix.—g29. 
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I fhall only add, that there feemeth fats 
cient Reafon for believing that Lauder hath 
it not in his Power to produce a printed 
Copy of Majenius, even tho’ he had no 
Reafon to dread the confequences of do- 
ing fo.——TIn the fame Collection *, already 
referred to, he telleth us that be had unfor- 
tunately loft the Performance of this learned 
‘Jefuit; and altho’ afterwards + we are told 
in two Letters dated from Louvain, infert- 
ed, I fuppofe, by Lauder, that a Copy of 
Majenius was difcovered in the ‘Ye cfuit’s es 
brary at that Place ; yet that our Critic hath 
any thing more thie a Tran{cript from 
that Copy (if fuch Copy doth exift at all) 
feemeth very improbable, not only becaufe 
Books, in Libraries of that kind, cannot be 
parted with, butalfo, from this Circumftance, 
that, as far as I can hear, no Body ever 
hath been favored with a Sight of Mr, Laa- 
der’s Mafentus, but, on the contrary, he him- 
{elf pretended to Dr. Newton, the very firft 
time he waited on the Doctor, that he had 
dropt the Book fomewhere, and loft it as he 


was coming. to bun. 


* Gentleman's Megazine for January 1747) P» 25. 
Do. p. 485, and 567. 
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But if our Critic fhould be able to pro- 
duce a printed Mafenzus, this are we certain 
of, my Lord, from his own Confeflion, that 
he cannot produce a printed Copy of the 
Adamus Exful. For he telleth us, “ that this 
‘¢ Tragedy, tho’ it had pafled thro’ no 
“ lefs than four Editions——was become 
‘¢ fo very fearce that he could not pro- 
“© cure a Copy either in Britain or Holland, 
«© til] the learned Mr. Abraham Gronovius, 
‘© Keeper of the public Library at Leyden, 
‘«‘ after great Enquiry, obtained a Sight of 
“one, and fent him (tranfcribed by his 
<< own Son) the firft Act of it, and after- 
‘© wards the reft *”. So that it appear- 
eth that all the Paflages of Grotzus’s Tra- 
gedy which feem to have been imitated 
by Milton are taken from a MS. which, 
according to our Critic’s own Account, can- 
not be collated with a printed Copy. What 
Security therefore can the World have, that 
the Lines quoted by him as from the dda- 
mus Exful, and which bear fo ftriking a 
Refemblance to Paflages in the Paradife 
Loft, really exift in the MS. fent over by 
Gronovius (if, after fo many glaring Im- 
poftures proved upon Lauder, he 1s to be 
believed when he fays that Gronovius did 


* Lauder, p. 49; 50. 
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fend the MS.) what Security, I fay, can the 
World have, that the MS. hath not been zz- 
terpolated in the fame Manner that printed 
Books have been by him, in order to make 
it fit to be produced in Evidence againft 
Milton? Surely, after having been convicted 
of having corrupted the Text not only of 
his antiquated Verfifyers, but alfo of Mazlton 
himfelf, in order to make good his Charge, 
our Critic cannot have the Affurance to ex- 
pect, that any Regard will be paid to an 
Edition of the Adamas Exful printed from a 
MS. which no body hath feen but himfelf 
—a MS. which he may have new modelled 
without Danger of Dete¢tion a MS, in 
fhort, which, for aught we know, hath an 
equal Exiftence; and which we certaznly 
know hath an equal Authority, with the fa- . 
mous MSS. of the impudent Varz/las +. 

But, my Lord, there is not only a {trong 
Prefumption, but even a Certainty that Lauder 
hath falfify’d, and new modelled the MS. 
of the Adamus Exfid. He himfelf. hath 
furnifhed us with this ¢mportant Difcovery ; 
and, therefore, if in no other Inftances, at 
leat inthis, the Public is under Obligati- 
ons to him. This hath been difcovered by 


+ See Bifhop Burnet’s Reflexions on Varillas’s Hiftory of 
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collating the Quotations which he maketh 
from the Tragedy of Grotius, in the Maga- 
zine, with thofe which he prefenteth us in 
his Effay. Two Inftances of this will be 
fufficient to eftablifh the Truth of the Charge. 
—In the Magazine + he quoteth this Line 
as in Grotzus, 


Tibi nam relicta, gue vadam ? 


now upon turning to his Effay ¢ we find him 
quote the fame Line with a remarkable va- 
riation, 


Tibi nain reli€ta, quo petam? 


But if he fhould allege that this Change 
of a Word is too trifling to be infifted on, 
and hath arifen from Mifiake, the fame Plea 
will not ferve him in the other Inftance, 
where the Variation is too great not to be 
looked upon as arifing from Premeditation — 
In the Magazine § he hath this Line as from 
Grotius, 


Quidni? quum gravior orcus fub pedibus tremit. 


but when we look to his Effay, we meet 
with a ftrange Transformation, and read 
Quid dico? Tellus? Oreus & pedibus tremit. 
4 For 1747, p. 286. T Page 66 
§ For 1747, p. 83. 
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And now what Doubt can there remain 
of our Critic's having made Grotius’s MS. 
undergo the fame {kilful Revifion, which — 
even printed Books could not efcape from ~ 
his interpolating Pen? 


After all, my Lord, tho’ our Critic fhould 
even be able to convince the World that the 
Quotations from Ma/enius and Grotius, which 
bear fo great a Refemblance to Paflages in the 
Paradife Loft, really have a Place in thefe Au- 
thors(tho’ the contrary feemeth to be certain) ; 
yet this will be far from blafting Mz/ton’s 
Laurels, nor will it warrant his being ftiled 
not inferior to the moft unlicenfed Plagiary that 
ever wrote +.—-But I would willingly afk 
this bold Man a few Queftions. If Milton 
really did borrow fo much from Majfenius 
and Grotius, why fhould he have Recourfe 
to Forgeries, to prove that he borrowed from 
Staphorfiius, Taubmannus, Fletcher, Fox, and 
Heywood? If he could have fupported his 
Charge of Plagiarifm, by alleging unexcep- 
tionable Faéts,, why hath he called into his 
Afliftance the bafeft of Frauds? Ihave prov- 
ed incontrovertably, that he hath forged in 
feveral Inftances,;—and_ doth not fuch aCon- 
duct imply a Confcioufnefs, that-Truth was 

+ Lauder’s Effzy, p. 163. 
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to be violated before he could have a fuffici- 
ent Foundation for his Accufation? Befides, 
even fuppofing that he could have made 
good his Charge, without deviating from 
Truth and Juftice; fuppofing that many of 
the Paffages which he quoteth were really 
imitated by Milton; yet how can he ever 
dare to fet up his Face again as a Writer, I 
had almoft faid as an hone? Man, when we 
fee that he 1s guilty of the vileft of Arts to 
ftrengthen his Caufe?—If he could have 
eftablifhed the Point that he laboreth fo 
much, by fair Means, the more inexcufable 
muft he appear, for having called in For- 
gery tohis Aid. Ican compare his Conduct 
to nothing elfe but to that of a Man, who, 
tho’ he had it in his Power to produce au- 
thentic Deeds to prove his Title to an Eftate, 
fhould rather chufe to reft the Merits of his 
Caule on forged ones. 


About a Year hath now elapfed fince Mr. 
Lauder’s Criticifms, before feattered in the~ 
above-mentioned Monthly Paper, have been 
collected together, and formed into an Oc- 
tavo Volume. ‘The Admirers of the Paradifé 
Loft have not been entirely filent: Many 
anonymous detached Pieces, in its Defence, 

L have 
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have made their Way into the World. But 
the Authors of them have had this Difficulty 
to ftruggle with —they have takeh it for 
granted, that the Facts, on which the Cri- 
tic of Paradife Lof buildeth his Charge, are 
truly {tated. ‘This hath given him fome De- 
gree of Merit in the Eyes of Men of Learn- 
ing—this hath procured to him, asI hear, the 
Countenance of the Great; and encouraged 
him to open a Subfcription for the Publica- 
tion of a new Edition of fome of thofe Au- 
thors, who, according to him, have held 
out the Torch to Mz/ton. Were, therefore, 
my Lord, the Inftances of his fhameful Im- 
pofitions on the World but once known, an 
Find would be putto the Triumphs of a Man, 
who feemeth to take a malicious Pleafure 
in depreciating the Merits of a Poet, whofe 
Genius doth Honor to his Country. And 

this I can affirm, that his Triumphs would 
have ceafed long ago, had not fome Gentle- 
men, furnifhed with fufficient Materials to 
detect his grofs Frauds, been reftrained from 
publifeing again{t him, partly thro’ Contempt, 
and partly thro’ Compajfion. — Compaffion for 
one, who, perhaps, hath a Dependence on 
the tiacee of his Work for his Subfiftence; 
Coutenpt for an Atta ck on the Prince.of Eng- 
Se lifh 
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li/b Poets, as unavailing as Priam’s feeble 
Dart, when thrown at Pyrrbhus.—However, 
I think that neither of thefe Motives fhould 
prevail fo far, as that the Public fhould not 
be undeceived. — Contempt is what all Criti- 
cms, really unan{werable, are affected to 
be treated with; and I fhould be very forry 
that the Critic of Milton, and his Admirers 
(if he hath any) fhould be allowed to think, 
that this is the Cafe of a Criticifm on the 
Paradife Loft. Compaffion, T alfo think, fhould 
be out of the Cafe here. There is fome- 
thing fo invidious in our Author’s Scheme, 
he profecuteth it with fuch a Spirit of Ran- 
cor and Malice, he appeareth fo well pleafed 
to rob his Country of the Glory of having 
a Poem equal at leaft, if not {uperior to the 
nobleft Productions of Antiquity ; and, 
which is chiefly to be confidered, he hath 
Recourfe to fuch wile Arts, fach glaring Im- 
pyiures, in the Profecution of his Defign, 
that it is the Duty of every one, who hath 
had Opportunities of detecting him, to ex. 
pofe him to public Cenfure, to érand him 
with that Infamy which he deferveth, and 
to refcue from his fhameful Mifreprefenta- 
tions the Character of a Perfon, whofe Er- 
rors, asa Politician, feem to determine fome 

Le to 
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to deny him his juft Praife as a Poet; and 
whofe Paradife Lof muft be run down, 
merely becaufe penned by the Author of the 
Defenfio Populi Anghcani.—It is to be hoped, 
nay itis expecfed, that the elegant and ner- 
yous Writer, whofe judicious Sentiments, 
and inimitable Stile, point out the Author 
of Lauder’s Preface and Poftfcript, will no 
longer allow one to plume bhimfelf with his 
Feathers, who appeareth fo little to have de- 
ferved his Affiftance; an Affiftance which, 
Tam perfuaded, would never have been com-~ 
municated, had there been the leaft Sufpi- 
cion of thofe Fa¢ts, which I have been the 
Inftrument of conveying to the World in 
thefe Sheets; a Perufal of which will fatisfy 
our Critic, who was pleated to fubmit his 
Rook to the Judgment of the two Umverf- 
ties, that it hath been examined, and care- 
fully read, at leaft, by fome Members of the 
Univerfity of Oxford. 


Before J conclude, fuffer me, my Lord, only 
to offer one Conjecture, which, as it is in 
Eauder’s Favor, ought not to be omitted,— 
I am fometimes inclined to think, that if 
our Critic would be fo ingenuous as to com- 
municate to the World, who were his Aux- 

jliaries 
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iliaries in the Attack on Mi/ton, it would 
perhaps appear that he himfelf hath been im- 
pofed upon; that the Forgeries are not his 
own, but that Perfons noted for Forgerzes in 
other Inftances have been the principal Con- 
trivers of thefe. Thatthe Fefuts at Louvain 
were his Correfpondents, feemeth evident 
from the Magazines referred to above.-—— 
Now, my Lord, I look upon it to be ex- 
tremely probable, that Men, the avowed 
Principles of whofe Order allow of the great- 
eft of Frauds; who, by their Dz/iinétions, 
mental Refervations, Cafuiftical Quibbles, and 
probable Doétrines, can give a Merit to the 
blackeft Defigns: I fay, I look upon it as 
extremely probable, that fuch Perfons fhould 
not feruple to have Recourfe: to the vileft 
Arts to depreciate the Fame of Mz/ton :— 
Milion, whofe generous and manly Notions, 
with regard to Religion, they could not di- 
geft—and whom they never could forgive, 
for having fo fuccefsfully, in many Places of 
his Works, expofed the Corruptions of the 
Sons of the frantic Loye/a.—And, therefore, 
I would fain hope, that Mr. Lauder, 1£ he 
would preferve his Character as an honeft 
Man, will fairly confefs that he hath been 
impofed upon by fuch Correfpondents, and re- 
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fign to them the Honor that he hath hitherto 


claimed to himfelf, of being the Difcoverer . 


of Milton's Imitations of the Moderns; a 
Difcovery effected by the laudable Art of 
FORGERY. 


I am, . 


My Lorp, &c, &e¢, ‘ 
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May 17th, 1756. 
HE Demand for the above Leffer, 
having induced the Bookfeller to re- 
print it, I have thought that I fhould make 
this xew Edition of it, more acceptable to the 
Reader, by giving fome Account of the Con- 
fequences which its firft Publication, in 
1750, produced : Confequences as honor- 
able, with regard to the Poetical Fame of 
Milton, as they were difgraceful with re- 
gard to the Moral Chara¢ter of his Critic. 


The Charge of Forgery had been urged by 
me againft Lauder, with fuch Circumftan- 
ces, that there was no Way left of invalid- 
ating it, but by his fhewing that there was 
a Variation between the feveral Editions of 
thofe Books from which he had felected his 
Authorities, and the Editions of the fame 
Books which had been confulted in the Bod- 
leian Library. 
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Tho’ fuch a Variation could fcarcely be 
fuppofed poffible, the Bookfellers who had. 
publifhed his Efay, willing to do every 
thing in their Power to fatisfy the World 
that they had been impofed upon, imme- 
diately called upon him to make his De- 
fence; and his Behavior upon that Occa- 
fion cannot be better exprefied than in their 
own Words, which I have tranfcribed from 
the Apology for themfelves, which they pub- 
lifhed. ws 


¢¢ An immediate Application to Lauder 

«¢ was neceflary as well to juftify ourfelves, 
«as to remove or confirm the Charge. 
« Accordingly we acquainted him that if he 
«¢ did not inftantly put into our Hands the 
« Books from which he had taken the prin- 
«© cipal Paflages——, we would publickly 
« difclaim all Connexion with him, and ex- 
“ pofe his declining the only Step left for 
«his Defence. This Declaration brought 
« him to us the following Day, when, with 
“’ great Confidence, he acknowleged the Jn- 
« terpolation of all the Books—and feemed 
“© to wonder at the Folly of Mankind, in 
«* making fuch an extraordinary Rout about 
« eighteen or twenty Lines. As this Man 
‘‘ then, has been guilty of fuch a wicked 
« Impofi- 
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“ Impofition upon us, our Friends, and the 
‘ Public, and is capable of fo daring an 
© Avowal of it, we declare that we will 
‘ have no farther Intercourfe with him, 
« and that we now fell his Book only as 2 
‘ Curiofity of Fraud and Interpolation, which 
«all the Ages of Literature cannot parallel. 
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London, Decemb. 1. ** JOHN PAYNE. 
1750. ‘¢ JOSEPH BouquET,. 


Difclaimed thus by his Bookfellers, Lauder 
found no Proteétion from his Friends. For 
no fooner was the Scene of Abufe and Inter- 
polation difclofed, than the fame laudable 
Motives which had induced fome Gentle- 
men, well known to the learned World, to 
affitt our Critic in the Publication of his 
Book, induced them to do every thing in 
their Power to forward a complete Detec- 
tion of all his Impoftures. To the Advice 
and Influence of One Gentleman in particu- 
lar, the Touches of whofe mafterly Pen, asl 
obferved *, point out the Author of Lauder’s 
Preface and Pofifeript, the World is princi- 
pally indebted, for the unreferved Confef- 
fon which this extraordinary Man made, in 
+ a Letter to the Reverend Mr. Deuglas, oc- 
cafioned by bis Vindication of Milton. 

* See P. 77. + Printed for W.Owen at Homer’s Head, 1751. 


In 


[ 84 ] 
In this Addrefs to his Antagonift, Lauder 
confented to exprefs himfelf as followeth ; °’ 


“ The Civility with which you havé 

‘* treated me, when you had conteftable Su: 
‘© periority, hath inclined me to make your 
*« Victory complete without any farther 
* Struggle, and not only publickly to acknow- 
‘* ledge the Truth of the Charge which you 
** have hitherto advanced, but to -confefs, 
* without the leaft Diffimulation, Subter- 
** fuge or Concealment, every other Interpo- 
** tation I have made in thofe Authors which 
** you have not yet had Opportunity to ex- 
“© amine.—On the Sincerity and Punctuali- 
** ty of this Confeffion, I am willing to de- 
‘* pend for all the future Regard of Man- 
‘* kind, and cannot butindulge fome Hopes, 
““ that they whom my Offence hath alienat- 
“* ed from me, may by this Inftance of In- 
‘« genuity and Repentance, be propitiated 
‘and reconciled. —— Whatever may be 
** the Event, I fhall, at leaft, have done all 
‘“ that can be done in Reparation of my 
“ former Injuries to Milton, to Truth and 
«to Mankind, and entreat that thofe who 
‘« fhall continue implacable, will examine 
‘* their own Hearts, whether they have not 
‘* committed equal Crimes without equal 
“© Proofs 
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Proofs of Sorrow, or equal Acts of Atone~ 
ment.—For the Violation of Truth I of- 
fer no Excufe, becaufe I well know that 
nothing can excufe it. Nor will I aggra- 
vate my Crime by difingenuous Palliati- 
ons. I confefs it, I repent it, and refolve 
that my firft Offence fhall be my laft. 
More I cannot perform, and more, there= 
fore, cannot be required. I intreat the 
Pardon of all Men, whom I have by any 
Means induced to fupport, to counte- 
nance, or patronize my Frauds, of which 
] think myfelf obliged to declare that not 
one of my Friends was con{cious. I hope to 
deferve by better Conduct, and more ufe- 
ful Undertakings, that Patronage which 
I have obtained from the moft illuftrious 
and venerable Names, by Mifreprefenta- 
tion and Delufion, and to appear here- 
after in fuch a Character as fhall give you 
no Reafon to regret that your Name is 
frequently mentioned with that of, 


“ Reverend, SIR, 


Decemb.29,1750. ‘ Yours, Sc. Ge. 


< WILLIAM LAUDER. 
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It would be unneceflary to tranfcribe, at 
full Length, the Lift which Lauder hath gi- 
ven us of all his Interpolations, in the 
Pamphlet from which I have tranfcribed the 
foregoing Quotation ; becaufe great Part of 
them have been already placed before the 
Reader, in the above Detection. So that if 
I confine myfelf to the Interpolations which 
he confefleth to have made in the Authors 
whom I had not an Opportunity to examine, 
this will give us a full and complete View 
of all the Forgeries of this ftrange Impoftor. 


In the 117th Page of his Effay, he had 
given us a Quotation from the Tragedies of 
Sobannes Francifcus Quintianus; one Line 
of which, | | 


Summos dolores maximifque gaudils, 


is all His own; by which Addition to the 
Text of his Author, and by altering ano- 
ther Line i 


Mutare facile eft pondus immenfum levi 


to mutare volupe eft, &c.; he hath been able 
to make out a Refemblance between Quentz- 
anus, and the following Paflage of Mz/ton : 
where thou might’ft hope to change 
‘Torment with Eafe, and fooneft recompence 

Dole with Delight. —— PD. Re Le woe 
The 
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The Latin Tranflation of Theodore, Beza’s 
Abrahamus facrificans hath alfo undergone 
his Correction. For he hath confeffed, that, 
in a Speech of Satan, quoted by him, P.11g, 
from that Tragedy, he hath interpolated 
this Line, 


Quafi exuiffem omnem malitiam ex pectore, 


by which Means he hoped to be able to con- 
vince his Readers that Mz/ton had borrowed 
from Beza, the following Paflage ; 


That Space the evil One abftracted ftood 
From his own Evil. P.L. B.g. L. 463. 


In the 88th Page of his Effay, we meet 
with a very extraordinary Interpolation. 
There he hath quoted, as from Ramfay, 
a Scotch Poet, 


Pallentes umbras Erebi noétemque profundam. 


a Line, which never exifted but in Virgzl. 
Upon my afking him his Reafon for being 
guilty of fo unnecefiary a Piece of Fraud, 
he made no other Apology, but that he 
thought the Infertion of this Line would be 
a great Improvement to the Text of Ram- 
fay. Like an abandoned Pick-pocket he 
cannot abftain from his Infamous Occu- 
pation, even when there can-be no Temp- 
tation to exercife it. 

But 


3 
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But if his Lauder hath been {paring of In- 
terpolations in Ram/ay, Beza, and Quintianus, 
he hath made ample Amends for his Negleéct 
of them, by the effectual Affiftance which 
he hath obliged Majenius and Grotius to 
lend. Having pitched upon the Sarcotis 
of the former, and the ddamus Exful of the 
latter, invifible to every Body in England but 
himfelf, to be the main Pillars of his Caufe, 
he hath wifely taken Care to make them 
both {peak to his Purpofe ; and the follow- 
ing Summary of his Confeffion, with regard 
to thefe two Authors, while it fheweth that 
almoft every Quotation from them, through- 
out his Effay, is fpurious, will at the fame 
Time fatisfy the Reader that he had both 
Judgment to contrive, and Learning to exe- 
cute, a Series of Forgeries extremely well cal- 
culated to anfwer his villainous Intent. Let 
us, firft, fee what have been his honeft E- 
mendations of Ma/enius. 


I. To prove that Milton ftole his Pande- 
monium trom the ‘Yefuit, our Critic had quot- 
ed this Word, P. 1o, as from the marginal 
Heads of the 1ft Book of the Sarcotis. With- 
out being able to fee a Copy of this Poem, I 
had mentioned * my Reafons for fufpeéting 

* See P. 68, 69. 
that 
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that no fuch Word exifted there. Thefe 
Sufpicions are now confirmed by Lauder’s 
own Confellion. 


II. He hath admitted that the Ezghr Bib 
on the War of the Beatts, which I had 
{hewn * to be in Hog’s Tranflation, never 
exifted in any Mafenius but his own. 


TI. P. 38, of ‘his Effay, he hath interpo- 
lated this Line, 


Angeli hoc efficiunt, celeftia jufla fecuti, 


by the Addition of which to Mafemus’s De- 
{cription of the Univerfe in Diforder, he 
thought to make out a Likenefs between this, 
and a fimilar Defcription in the Paradife 
Loft, where we read, 

Some fay he bid his Angels turn afcanfe : 

The Poles of Earth. P.L. B. 10. L. 668, 

IV. P.41. Amongft many other Lines 

quoted from Ma/enzus he hath inferted one of 
his own, 


Infernique canes populantur cuncta creata, 


which is a Tranflation from 
See with what Heat thefe Dogs of Hell advance 
To wafte and havock yonder World. 
Py bv. B, 10. L616, 


* See P. 66, Vv 
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V. P.43, we meet with another Forgery, 


Vatibus antiquis numerantur lumine caflis, 
Tirefias, Phineus, Thamyrifque & magnus Homerus. 


an Improvement upon * Mafenius to make 
out a ftrong Refemblanes between him and 
Milton's 

Blind Thamyris and blind Meonidas, 


And Tirefias and Phineus, Prophets old. 
P. L. B. 3. Ly 35: 


abst: 


VI. Milton having deniried Satan thus ; 


uw He above the reft, 

In Shape and Gefture proudly eminent, 

Stood likea Tower— = P.L. But. L589. 
and oon after, when he ipeakets.© of his 
Afiociates, 


As when Heaven’s Fire. 
Hath {cath’d the Foreft Oaks, or Mountain Pines. 
1 612. 


our Critic. in order to fhew sli thefe two 
Paffages were borrowed from Maj/enius, ina 
Quotation from that Author, P. 46, hath 
given a Place to the two following Lines 
oF his own Manufacture, 


Perfimilis turri pracelfe, aut montibus altis 
Antique cedro, nudatz frondis honore. 


* Mafenius, if we may believe Lauder, hath one Line, 
Tirelias cecus, Thamyrifque, et Daphnis, Homerus. 
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. Having difpatched Lauder’s judicious E- 
mendations of Ma/fenius, according to his 
own Confeffion, let us now, upon the fame 
unexceptionable Authority, give a Cata- 
logue of his numerous Interpolations in.the 
Adamus Exful of Grotius. He hath quot- 
ed that Poem only eleven Times, and each 
Time hath he been guilty of the moft impu-+ 
dent Forgery. | | 


I. P. 58, of his Effay, we meet with this 
Line attributed to Grotzus, 


Quid dico? Teilus? Orcus et pedibus tremit. 


I had been * able to affign Reafons for fuf- 
pecting that this Line was fpurious ; Leu- 
der’s Confeffion hath it beyond Doubt. The 
Source of this Forgery 1s Milton's, 


——— Hell trembled as he trode. 
Pp. L. B. 2. L. 676. 


II. In the fame Page we meet with ano- 
ther Forgery, 
—-—Nam, me judice, 
Regnare dignum eft ambitu, etfi in Tartaro : 
Alto preeefle Tartaro frquidem juavat, 
Coelis quam in ipfis fervi obire munia. 


* See P. 72, 73. 
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This Interpolation was made, that Mi/tos 
might be convicted of ftealing from Grotius, 
the following remarkable Val 5 . 
; ——And, in my Choice, : 
To reign is worth: Ambition, tho’ in Hell: 
ae to reign in Hell than ferve in Heaven. 


P.L.B.r. L261. 


ie P. 59, Lauder hath another Quota. 
tion from Grorius, the two following Lines 
of which he hath, owned to be {purious ; ; 


Narra petenti, ae modo, quoque crdink, 
Tam magna numeris machina impleta eft tea, 


This Interpolation was intended to prove 
that Mi/ton had borrowed from the Ada 
mus Exful, 

Deign to defcend now lower, and relate. 


How firft began this Heaven, which we behold 
Diftant fo high; &. &e. P.L. B. = L. 84, 


IV. P. 61, we have another Forgery, 


Fnnominata quaeque nominibus fuis “4 
Libet vocare propriis vocabulis. . | : 


a literal Tranflation from Milton's 


Things by their Names Teale tho’ ae unnam’d, 
.12, L. 140. 


V. 
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V. P. 63, he hath interpolated 


Ceeli, folique foboles! zetherium genus ! 
tranflated from Mz/ton’s 


Offspring of Heaveti and Earth, and all Eatth’s Lord | 
P. L.B: Qe L. 27 3- 


VI. MGiton having compared the Eyes of 
the Serpent to Carbuncles ; 
———and Carbuncles his Eyes. — 

P. L. B. 9. L. 500. 
this was a fufficient Inducement to Lauder, 
to interpolate, P. 63, in a long Quotation 
from the Adamus. Exful, 


Carbunculorum luce certantes rubra. 


VI. P. 65, he hath interpolated 


Nata Deo! atque homine fata! 
Regina mundi! eademque interitus infcia ! 
Cunétis colenda ! 


Thefe Lines are his own Tranflation from 
Milton's 
Daughter of Godand Man! immortal Eve! P.L.B.9.L.291. 


Emprefs of this fair World! Ib. L. 568. 
Sovereign of Creatures! univerf’l Dame! = Ib. L. 612. 


VIII. P. 66, Mr. Lauder’s Grotius hath 


Rationis etenim omnino paritas exigit, 
Ego bruta quando beftia evafi loquens ; 
Ex homine, qualis ante, te fieri Deam. 


N 2 which 
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which Lines never exifted till this honeft 
Critic tranflated them from the Paradife 
Lof, s.r? 

That ye fhall be as Gods, fince I as Man, 


Internal Man, is but proportion meet : 
I, of brute, human; ye of wes Gods. 


‘IX. In the fame Page he hath iMterpolaty 
ed two other Lines, in a Que from 
Grotius, 


Caffam, oro, dulci luminis jubare tui: i: 
Tibi nam relifta, quo petam ? aut evum exi eam ? aa 


by which Means he was able to make out a 
Refemblance between this Part of the 4da- 
mus Exful, and the following Paflages from 
Milton ; 


one bereave fie not, 
Whereon I lives thy gentle Looks, thy Aids 
forlorn cf thee, 
Whither fhall I betake me? where fabfife? 
PLL. B. ro. L. 918, 


X. P.67, he hath bah OE five Lines for 


Grotius, 


‘Tu namque foli numini contrarius, 

‘Minus ¢s nocivus ; eft ego nocentior, 
(Adeoque n ifera magis, quippe miferia comes 
Origoque fcelus eft, lurida mater mali!) 
Deumaue lefi fcelere, teque, Vir, fimul. 


a ¥ We 
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We find the Original in Mé/ton, 


on me exercife not 

Thy Hatred for this Mis’ry befallen ; 

On me, already loft! me! than thyfelf 
More miferable ! Both have finn’d, but thou 
Againft Ged only ; I againft God and thee. 


XI. P. 68, he quoteth from Grotzus, 
Quod comedo, poto, gigno, diris fuljacet. 


When he obferved, that Arms and the Man 
I fing, is no more a Tranflation of drma 
virumque cano, than Milton’s 


All that [ eat, or drink, or fhall beget 
Is propagated Curfe ! Mi abate. L720. 


is a Tranflation of the above Latin Line, 
he was not aware that the Time would 
come when he fhould be obliged to con- 
fefs, that the Latin is his own Tranflation 
from the Eng/b, and that this and Ten 
other grofs Forgeries were neceflary be- 
fore he could make out any Refemblance 
between the Paradife Lof, and the Adamus 
Exful. Z 


I fhould have been glad to leave Lau- 
der in full Poffeffion of all the Merit which - 
the Sincerity and Punttuality of his Confe/- 
fion could beftow. For the Charaéter of 

a Pe- 
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a Penitent, in which we have laft viewed 
him, if it could not reftore him to Fame, 
might have intitled him to Pity. But his 
fubfequent Conduct deprived him even of 
this. 


He ‘had been fanguin in his Hopes that 
the unreferved Confeflion of his Forgeries 
would more than atone for his having 
been guilty of them ; and that being thus: 
reinftated in the public Favor, his Sub- 
{cription for a new Edition of the Sarcotes 
of Majenius, the Adamus Exful of Grotius, 
and of his other Auxiliaries againft Mz/ton, 
would meet with the fame Encouragement, 
which probably it might have met with, if 
his Interpolations of them had not been 
detected. 


But the Curiofity. of the Public to fee 
any of thefe Poems, was at an End. The 
only thing which had ftampt a Value up- 
on them, was the Suppofition that Milton 
had thought them worthy of his Imita- 
‘tion. As, therefore, it now appeared by 
the Detcction of Lauder’s Syftem of For- 
gery, that Milton had not imitated them, it 
was no wonder that the Defign of reprint- 
ing them fhould meet with little or no Succefs. 


- Grown 


Be ae 

Grown defperate by his Difappointment, 
this very Man whom, but a little before, 
we have feen as abject in the Confeffion 
of his Forgeries as he had been bold in 
the Contrivance of them, with an Incon- 
fiftence, equalled only by his Impudence, 
renewed his Attack upon the Author of 
the Paradise Lof; and in a Pamphlet * pub- 
lifhed for that Purpofe, acquainted the 
World that the True Reafon which had 
excited him to contrive his Forgery, was, 
becaufe Milton had attacked the Charac- 
ter of Charles the Firft, by interpolating 
Pamela's Prayer from the Arcadia, in an 
Edition of the Ezkon Bafiike: Hoping, no 
doubt, by this curious Key to his Conduét, 
to bereceived into Favor, if not by the Friends 
of Truth, at leaft by the Idolaters of the 
Royal Martyr. 


The zygenious Gentleman who had advifed 
our Critic to make his Confeffion, and had 
even affifted him in drawing it up, having 
for this Act of Friendfhip fallen under his 
Cenfure, in the Performance juft mention~ 
ed; and the Zeal of this wild Party-man 

* King Charles I. vindicated from the Charge of Plagiar- 
ifm, brought againft him by Milton; and Milton himfelf con- 
vidted, Fc. &Fc.—Printed for W. Qaven at Homer’s Head, 
within Temple Bar, 1754, 

againtt 
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againft Milton having, at the fame time,ex- 7 
tended itfelf again{ft his Biographer the very — | 
learned Dr. Birch, for no other Reafon but 
becaufe he was fo candid as to exprefs his 
Dibelief of a Tradition unfupported by E- 
vidence ; it is not much to be wondered at, 
that one fo criminal as I had been, fhould 
alfo feel the Effects of his Refentment.~ He 
who repaired his former Injury to.Milton, 

by a frefh and more fcurrilous Attack, wag 
capable of rewarding the Civility with: which 
1 had treated him, by unprovoked Abufe. 
But I hall always eftecm it as an Honor, fe 
ther than lament it as a Misfortune, that I 
have been attacked from fuch a Quarter, in 
fuch good Company, and for the heinous 
Offence of having been inftr umental in the 
Detection of an Ingojtor. 


JOHN. DOUGLAS. 


